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2.1 ftftftftt ft, Mftt ftem % vTOftT ft> fcTO ^c-cf) TO TO?ft ftg ftftM cfft 

TOftfarr Tjftfaft tftt fcrfft. ft> few 2 tort 2007 % to* 

fftTOT) 14 fftrftTO 2007 ft> TO ft> TOfftcT orftfftrf <^ft eft | ^TOT ft ^PHf^rl *jTO Rah ft fttft 
TOt:- 


(j) mImIcTI ft Rift yjTOR % cfc^h Cbl'ftf, “HTO ^ ft - qftjcTO TO Cl 3ft? cTo'cf^ TO*T?ff ^ft, 
^7TI TOR, 1^ ^F> ^HIHM TOftf, TORftl R#T 3?R TOftRl ^RTTft % 

TORRT ft) fcR ^TOtwaf ^r! TRTR TORT TORT ftg ftftftftt ft fttftftft % fttcR TO 

cjft TR^TTTOT, WT 3fr? 3R^£RT ft) feR? 12 TORFft 2007 TO Trftftjft 
TOT3R^TO ft) TO*T 5 ft TO TOfa ft) fTOTTO "R STOTSR fTO? ft TO f^T 

3tTOt % efl^} 5 cfft cffY TOfft ft) fTO? iftl^cT fW 'jTT ^TOrtt I 

(ii) TO 2007-08 TT 2011 -12 TO TOT TOf TO 3 tTOt % fcR CM^HlPld TOT Thrift ftnTOfTOT 
TOTOft cftTOt :• 

TOtTO TOsT ^rft ft) 


TOT 

*r. 

fftcf^T 

TO 



2007-08 

2008-09 

2009-10 

2010-2011 

2011-12 

1 . 

TOsTeTT 

1.75 

6.00 

6.60 

7.26 

7.99 

2 . 

TOTOR 

0.90 

1.80 

2.70 

3.60 

5.40 


c(ft^f) 

5000 

10,000 

15,000 

20,000 

30,000 

3. 

3 R 3 

0.35 

0.70 

0.77 

0.85 

0.93 


<pi qiciurra 

3.00 

8.50 

10.77 

11.71 

14.32 


(ili) T jTO-RTT T RT TO TORT fttft fTOTT TOT t :- 

(eTK^ ^rft ft) 

(TO 104 <rt TO TOtocrt ^gn aron TOft 


TO* S^TO TO cTTOT 

1547.19 

TOM TO TfTcfH fftRTT TOT 

121.00 

TO* yllft'MH 

1668.19 


(iv) ^ 1 ,HlPld M7H cTFTcT TO TORT IftnfoiftsJcl TTR'ft) ft fTOn wi :- 


(CTObft cTR^ wft ft) 


TOT 

TO 

dHKT 

TO 



2007-08 

2008-09 

2009-10 

2010-2011 

2011-12 

1. 

TOfalftft)' TO 
te(PRR) 







(cfj)TO* ^R" 

2.10 

4.41 

4.63 

4.86 

5.11 






[ *TFTIII—W4] 
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(^) 4 ^xTTdcrj 



TflEEMI 

msssm 

11.67 


f 7 ?) 4 left cm4> 

3.60 

7.56 

7.94 

8.33 

8.75 

2. 

3 

cT^vftftRR 

3.60 

7.56 

7.94 

8.33 

8.75 

3. 

^rfcTlff ^k*TFT 


4.41 

4.63 

4.86 

5.11 

4. 

^CR 3?R del- 
facMlf 

14.40 

42.24 

56.92 

74.46 

104.15 

5. 



52.55 

55.18 

57.93 

60.83 

6. 

#TT 

16.68 

16.68 

16.68 

11.68 

11.68 

7. 

^fer^H-cq^T 







(<p) 3><fai'fl 

6.00 

12.60 

13.23 

| 13.89 

14.59 


O) 3TR 

6.00 

yi|J 

13.23 

13.89 

14.59 

8. 

’jfaftRRT (150 
q4*?lcx) 

0.38 

■ 

0.84 

0.88 

0.92 

9. 

c4ImR TTcRH 

5.00 

10.00 

10.00 

10.00 

10.00 

10. 

(5R5fire^) 

30.00 

85.00 

100.70 

117.07 

143.18 

r 

fef rftTf 

151.75 

184.86 

205.09 

223.43 

259720 


(v) ^ufrf-cian^ci ^ PinfeiRsid ^ ^ifcia ~$) i :- 


(3>) % ?p5cp-W5? wff, WHM wff, ^nR^Tf sTr^rfcf % g^RRT % fcT^ 

jfifM sTRT % fen? *? 64/- rfcT 

(?sr) irr# ^ ^ 1000/■ 

(Vi) »H 3M, 5W eTFTcT 3Tfc ftrftfrm ^jpft *R ^TcfRm 3Tffcr RfcferTC % 

3TWR IR T^r^an^oT 3 2007-08 ^ 2009-10 rRj? #r erf ^ m fa % fan? 
yt^c&s w£ ^ rfrfm f^rfeT 


i^wt 


erf % 3RcT *} 

2007-08 

2008-09 

2009-10 


184 

529 

622 


133 

1 241 

276 

SJI'H 

334 

334 - 

* 

334 

v^qrf^oy^f 

12 

25 

26 

3?K3fte$rf 

232 

182 

130 

W1 

(294) 

(71) 

(14) 

3fr?TcT 

(119%) 


(^RT cRTcTT t <rf 2007-08 ^ 2009-10 ^ % efrf % fan? 3?T ^FHT ^ 4 ft? *TcRft t) 

2.2 <Mrft ^ ^T t % Tf^n^T# % cfrpnf % fan? ^5 43/- Hfa 

4fefY^' m m rft ^rft ^nf^ I ^ 43/- rf% ^r cYt ^ crt ^nrn % fen? ^ wn 
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(TO? W# 3) 





JeT yeftdd ^IdlTOi 


= ^ 2045.91 era 
47.60 Az. 


= 43.00 rfh ft.e. 


3.1 TOT 48 ft Tfrn ft&d HSIHxH ^TTCT Sffafazre, 1963 ftt TOT 42(4) TO 3#STT TO# t 

ft) TOT 42(3) % 3Rpfa 9lft«f)d czrfftfft TOT 3 RtT ft^T# ft ^ 3 <ft ftt TO ^TfaTOPP TOT 

3Tf^Rff%RT ft^T vTFTT I I ftft# 3 TO TTC fft^T *TT fft TO #hI# 3?R ft 3fa ^ 

TOTO 3fftfaTO ftt TOT 42(3) % 3R#cT <3 TRtT t^TT^T#! 

TOTeft 3 ^TfT TOT 42(3) % SPrPfcT yifttfK 33 ftt oETOSJT ftftt# ft ?TO 
ftRft 3R4 \3WT ft TOTO ft t, TO TOS 2005 ft TOftftfft ftt TOT 7.2 ft TO Slftsp ftt ^ t 
ft) TO TOR ftt ftroft ft ftp? 3Tftrom / vJ^dH ^ TO 5TTftTO°T TOT ftt TO? ftt STem-STcFT 
ftcp TOmrftt ft tM ft fftn tot) to tpth ft to; ft l #3, ### sfR ft 

#xf cTOWT ftftt# TOTO TOt *TPf ft fcR TOf ft t # ft## TOT arftfftr, Tftftfe 5RTO ft, TOTO 
TOftftftft ftt TOT 7.2 ft 3TJ5TT '^TO / TOft ftt 3f[TOTOnTT I #'ft I 

3.2 TO, TOft TO fftro 4 TO^R 2007 3?R ^rft TO ST^RTTO) ftTO 8 TOP# 2008 ft 

tpETO ft ft«Tft, Tq^ft^TO % fop? ftft# ft TO# TO# «ft # ft## ft ftTO? 18 TO^fft 

(i) ftft# ft# <?ftvfti>x< 3n^?eT ft 3m wrm topttot ^trt srfafftro 1963 ftt tot 

42(3) ^T TOT 42(4) ft apTO# t l TO TO^TT ft# ft / TO TO# ^TP# / TO# 3) 
ftp? T#ft#ft / TOTTTftt / Piftdftl TOT fftTO? TO WTtP ftp? TOft ft§ TO 5 TO^RT# 
■^srrftcT TOft, TOifftcT TOft aft? ft ft tot 

T^ftfttTO'Snfro ftt to cj^ ft ftp? ^rrft fftr? ^p? cTTf#?r ft top? ft 11 











































[ wmill—*3*34 ] 


VRrT^TTTvifqsr: 3WT«mu| 


(H) ^ 3?R htft $ wiftcr ftR \5 ti^ ^rr 11 

% fcR fasft W[ gRT # V3TT% ^TTcft *Tf 3RT W ^ff 

vJx^clH ^ ^fcfRT v?[RT 3 f|dl$R<t> gt ?RT 11 

(iii) yzmv «st STfe^i % wfcftMl ^?r m\ 7.2 srt srrftR ?trt s 

TOft wmfi eft Tjg x^m 3 ^ srrm 11 


forffcr wrf ^ftRT % 3jg*TR, *M€t ^ w<\ |3TT ?R|R 


£UE'ICJE£iiiKiK 


[ 7 RT ®TT 


i\i «ft! tf\§\£\ %, vitli 3R^ 9RTR *R' 


W3 fe*jf*RT, it’M ^xFTT3f[ ^5 

^ J |cr>Tll3Tt ITRT McT fc*#Rf ^Tf "3rR fen t 


5.1 2RTR 3fT#R> ^H#T *R ^ 3f^fa f^RT wf*fa 

<nfaR^i TJxRT / ^ I xfrM ^ f*RR> 20 v^T 2008 *TR % £RT 3M vf 

fcJRT l £NT ^ 3?R <Mr£t gRT ^RR ^iRsicrl ^ f^r ^ t :- 


jjr irftHir^r 





ekcFjiipm 


W ^rH 

^cg? wfeftM <?ft sfrt 2.17.1 m\ 
2.17.4 ?R> % yicRHl % 3*g*TR % 

fcR ^ cT^J t ? 




30 oTRsT 


3tl4>fcHd *Tf t : 25 TTT^cRT 
20 x 300 = 30.00.000 ifl.e. 


gTRT HfcT^T cR WTT, 

^RT Wlf STJJTFT *R, 

a^Hifaef ^ *r strict I I sftr ^ 
WT <R ftf*ft Rf^RTcT (ftftne) 
ydldl % TR*f % f«RT ?R «f?t viTP?t ^ifss t 
cR ?>T 3TR>oR ^ % ferry TR> WcR5 gRT 

ysfcR strict ^?r *trt *rff, w ^TTRfr 
^ ^RrfeR OTrfT ymPf# 

^Mt^f irt y^r m arrarfcR 

5RR % lenj 3Rp#m m witte 

^ Wtfecf ^ "gETR v5TRT f I 


3RPf?T 3RRpR R^T *PT 3TRR ftfRT 


HfcT cf?f «i«mi, WwftRT 

g^Wfra afR czr yt^jR?TRT ‘ 
I 



cZRTO# 
^RT W 
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cRT cR^ eTTRcT R>t RnRT sf ~~~ 

^ 10/- Rftien Tft TiftT rtr rtrt 

RRT I ! RTRc^t % W $RR # cRR^TR teRT 
^THT ^[%TT tem witter RRJW R p[<f3M 
_ Rft RTCT 2.8.1 3 RRrT % I 

9. rr arrarc afR tegR «qfrr we ^rRot <m 3rrarc^ te^r teRi 

Y^4U:^3?T^Ter gm aiOTst % 

_3FJ8T f i 

5.2 4Wt<ft % gfe Rft t te ^t, mi 2005 % mt\<& RTterMRt R?r m\ 2.17.1 ^ rrt 

2.17.4 % (ROTHt %) arg^TR ^ 43/- Rfa 3R Rft wf ^ ^ ^ t I M^t ^ RR«t-cR RR, 
^RT yt^ci cZR 3jR qjdi^jd 4)4)c^THl % 3HRTC RR awfdd Rft Ri? f I ?RT% 3TPt, 
RxTR gTRT % gfcT WT^I KjM^H^Tifeil R?f RI^hRi q^lt^ RToTT Rftf RRRFfaft RTCR teRT 

J NI 1 ^RT ROT RR) R?R % \3RTR "4 4141 eft ^ Pl^Rlfed WcftR^ 11 ! ^Rdd f^RT RRT t i 


RTT£R y^d teRT 


wt 


R> 43/- Rf^R Rft cR^-cR, ^RT eTFTcT ^ % mm m 

aw feet Rft ^ eft I frr rrtr rr w #n3ft % faR r^cr? r£t I, 
3TTWRT 4? MtHI RR RTRTR RtRiaft % feTR y^eR> Rft ROTT 4 RTTftcT teRT ^ SRI R? 
tjftftRef teRT RRT SIT te tvTFT (teTR^TRrHR) RR 3?ft ^ RRcffR RrFT RR 

Wff #TT3Ti % feTCr (3TR tff) 64/- RfeT TTR RR Rffft t \ 


(ii) w4-rr rr rotr rrrTr rktM Rft rtfr^ % w 3, tefrft rr r-rtw 

4141 (ft % <RRTH 4 cZJTRc?) WTteT % IcTR HRdfTcT RJRT ^ RFT W ftTRf RR 25 ^efl^ 2005 

cpt 4 RtRT vJRRftR RmM % RTRT RR?t % TJfe telf W &TT I RrPT 

vjsqVl^rllsft ^ ^RT ROT i %3d4) fcRTR ^TRf4 % fcT^ 3ltR t<5RT 3TteteeT R^t R>t 
RR^'RR Mr£t ^ OT% R^RT Rft 7 OT3R 2007 Rft teRT^ Rc^cT 

^RR 3RR5- ^TRR? R^ cRTT RTRTcflR RrTR R^Mtf RRftfeRRFT % Rft## 

^Rf^TR ^ 3flR ^#4 xTcrf 4 RTR *4t fcTRT SIT, eTR ^ ! 

6.1 ^RT W ^ 20 ^5JR 2008 Rft M^t R^RR ^ \^>' RT^vT ^RRT^ 3Tr<ftlf^R # R^ sft S 

>41^41 (ft #? ROTR RRRtR Rnftaf! % 3TR^-3TR% R5T R^ 1 

6.2 R^Rft^^n^qcT ^ tew 25 uJR 2008 % mi RR % rrrr rt, rtrrr ^rrt^ 4 sm 

te^3Tt RR RflR ten 3ftRRTTST^R? 4t^rte R^RR- m W<i % teR #M 1HRT RRRTR ^TfiST5? 
teRT RRT t ^tRTel R?f R^RR cTRRR 25% R^ I 3ftR ^RH Rft Reft RRReT RR te?R efrte Re?T 
fzm A Rl4t Rft ^slct RRRT RRTR RR 3TfftR teRT I 

6.3 RefRTR ROTTR, c^teTRR / fcjftre RRRWt % rM % ftRT RRRRRft % feTR R^RTR 

RgcR> terff^r ^ % feR 11 ^mrte 4t4t^t ^t rwir ^t rr? ^ Rfr^^an^rer Rft wfl Rft 

R>r4-RRTcft / R>l4«Hdl RR 3nqiftcT t, 4Wt€t ^ RRRTR i RR^RT R# t I teM ^ RTJRR "gwf 4 
ri tetw tern t te Rt <sftR teft % teR, R^ftRRarr^RcT Rft r4hm ter ^ teR #4t, 

cR^RT RRTR teRT t l RtgRR RjRR!^ ^ uTR ^RT tefTRfrf Rft 3ftR ^RITR ft)RT RRT eft STRRT % te^R 
RRRt % 3TTRR RR 3?tR fMteR ^5Rt efft RTrTTRTR % 3TRRTteT 3jtRTcT 3TTR7IR RR teRTR R)R^ 5 1 ? R^IR i 
wrter R>RRT R^teR teRT I 


[ qPTIII—7sT^4] 


TOTTTOT : 3 IWIMHUI 


7.1 ft> TOT ftlsfcTl ft fftTOT> 5 ’icj«f>< 2008 % W% ITRT WRTT ftr s??R) 3TTOT 

wirftm srore fftrofr 22 srnro 2008 ft> ro ft> ar^vFfcT y *gw to fftro 1 1 wrfftcT roror ft Mftr ft 

%TO 3ft STTOT 3ft 30 RTCsT TO "ft ■g^fR TO 20 RRsf TO TO fft^T f I ftWtftt TOT ftll'P 22 

3PRcT 2008 ft> TO % 3TO>fa ^RJcT 3ft nf cTTTO fft3?*fT fosJTcfT I % ftrfTft! ft STTOT % fftfa^T TO?! 
3ft? fftfftTO ftvft 3ft ^infold % 3T^nf^TcT 3ft?Ta 3TT3TO eft 3TT3R *R 9TOT3 3ft ^Rfrf^RT 3lft ■*l4f 
11 TOT f^feT 3ft ?TOft *Gpft ^ Tfrfr€t "ft J3: SFJTfa ftvm TOT fft) 3? 3ITOT RT^ftf^RT blTOIq J3: 3lftslcl 
^ I 5 ?^ arj^TR^t % to Ml^r ft fftrorr 7 3 ft 2009 % to ft to? f^TT I M<ft tot to?J 3 gro 
^ftefaftftHliUK t :- 

(i) ftftrftt ft ftrorr? ft> ftto? ftfr ftrorot ( 3 «fcr) ft #r fttft f^ 

ft3?R % 3f^TR T^faft ^^cKi fftfft. K«f)vjfl3us£k'd), RrTcTci ^cf TO TO? 
fcftft (ftroftlTO) 3^? TOT ^vjftfftqR'M 33ft (^ftSTR^^J) ft TOTfcTO 

3R3H? t :- 



TOT 



140 TO 


20,000,00 TO 


TO 


35ftrftTTO 


100-140 TO 

To^oo.ooto 


80-100 TO 
15 RR3 TO 


?o 32.60 ^fcfTO 


ftrofttro sn? ft A ^-3m toto 3rfecT fft^ 

3PJTO? M 3ft y^lPelrl 3>?ft 3ft TORT: ?o 124.50 ^fcTTO 3?T? ?j 121.83 
TjfcT TO RmffftT ^ I TO A. A 3ft 3ft ?mrf^T TO TORT: ^ 105.72 
srftro 4? 88.22 sfft to fftsftftd f^roi I to! 3ft rtto feRfftft 3ft ^m- 

T^dfRTO^%TOM^r^TOt^PHHI^I'^ -gf^TO fcfRTT t :- 

(i) 140 to error ^ 64.22 srfaro 

(ii) ^3fRf^TO^ 100 TO error ^ 69.65 gfcrro 

iAr%£\ A ^rt%ct sfR tot Mi to rorr^-ro^ro ^ 

roro t 3 ft? vftTRrfttror % or^nf^r rtoort cjft ^ rot roro t 
f^m^> ^rttotor, ro^r A toto ?aft tot to! ^rft 3rftan tot ^ 


ft? ?ro1 ^rt fijRrr to t ^fRftsTT^ror ^ 140 to error to!! tto 
% feR TO ?i 43/- FfcT TO t I 

M^T ft rftrRTftrro ^ft? ?ft3TT?^TO£ TOT F?-g^T ?JTOT % 3TTTO? ?? TOTO- 
ftro fftr^ 3ft? to% tot ?Rrrfcro ftrftf ft? fer^ fttft TOftr fftroR % 
3TTOTR, fftWTO ^ 5?ITO> ft TO?T ft! M t :- 
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3Rgfel 

afr'fra 3 *t 4 PiHK'i; 
aRiftn 


OfftRI H)ft- 

ft^ror / yftiftn 

<n '] yfcie^i 


15000 TO 

^ 64.00 

10,000 TO 

^.69.00 n 

mm-^t 

15001 ^^3rfira> 

*) 67.00 

10,001 ^^srftrai 

^ 72.00 

5% JTRiR 

12000^1^^1 

^ 61.00 

8,000 ^^1^ 

66.00 

5% tS 


*(MM 3 amiR nr ^ 72/- t MM? nft ppM %, ftM ft? erm ft ftr?M 
i i spr ftpM ^ 69/- eiFm fa«Kft Mt-Ml h?M 11) 


(iii) ft H>ft-H?ft Men ftt nnft I ft? 3 Hpftnft, tft ftro Mpt, ftft^ 

H>Tft cf>T, HRftft M HPT *R, PFRPT M I ftfft epM % ftp? fttf ^ 
'vJHcTO M t, RTRft HSoT % 7 TOR 2007 ftt 3pM ftTO 3 ftd H?pfrft y'SRH ft 
foPf 'R 1000/ - yfcTSH ftt ft TO ftt apjMn TOM fft'HT 11 


(iv) MM gRT cPT ftt M TOS M 2005 % y?JTO HPfcftfft ftt SJRT 2.17.1 ft 2.17.4 
TOftarj^TR f » 


7.2 


MM ft 


TOTft % fM SRJcH? TPT HRft 


% TOTO? ft TOTPT HnMt % TM arfttftfi? #TO H?T cMjeT ft TO 9 *ft 2009 ft T? ft aPtPfa 
aMM fftm 11 annftR *r wtPt ^rrtsft phv?t t fft Mft ftM ftft! % fen? ^ wi ?M Mfen I 


7.3 H ^tft t TO MTO ft ftHft) 12 M 2009 ft T3 ft HPHH 

5rt y?#m ft ftny Mr % ftrftro nn Mr §q h?bt t fft Md ft ^fttro^Mro 5RT 

TR^tfc Wrt ft fcPT MM gRT RTRp ftt goPTT 3 ^r^f ftft fttaTR^c^ gRT 

yxrrfem TOTOftt % fen? ^tor gft ftt appMn top? fftni £1 M^troaMTO ^ Mr h??t t ft? 
MM ^ torr gft ftt fftnnfftn grot 3 TOP ^ m, ft? MM h TOftfa M Mt 
TOP*M HHiftff h?M eft apjnft ft vnM* I to ^ ^ w 

arym ftPTT t ft? MM A Mt wi# ^> fM ft^r I 


8.1 ^H^cm % hk MM gRT Mfei (Mr w RJftftci srriw M-an^ftfe?ffa?t 

M thhhM % ftp? y^M45 m PMftrr % ftR t \ hb ^pt^. MM 1 ^ 

% ftpr, arePT-ampi / ftftr^ w?t h?t ftrq ftpr t <v? lifter fq % i 
MM M yr: ft M sft ft? erg aM trm M ffften afl^ ftfr-m M ^ictrqrrf ft 

ar^HTftcT afpRi arft^r M ?^iri t[ IMrh ft ft!M rr! ft ansrR t? ^fcPT shifter 

M i MM ftr h? hr fftrr hht «tt ft? hi spMh ft ^ ft wrh?-hr 

nft t? ftxTR n?M ftf fHrft 3 nft Mt i 


8.2 (H>) ftftft ft fftrft? 14 M 2007, 22 aPRtT 2008 afR 7 M 2009 ft HPZR ft y^cf ft?H 

hh am ftpft mriM ft t? Hn? ftftrftn hrtth, ftftH? 19 2009 ft apft hr 

ft mm ft tRg^r ft?m ftftft gRT hh ysH ftaft 4 ftft ftr hh t •■■- 



CO j "d- 


[ ^TPTlit —TsTOj?4 ] 


9 


VPn «B1 IFtTOvT ; .j33?reH7T;T 

*? TRtf-TTftrf fift 37 77 OP-T-Rf 

•a^ijv r t^y 'jfr-’f ch r rerra i ] 


fgf5xv-T ;5 v i q^7R r f- ; 
trmrfcr^ f l TTs'<ft tt ; -j crn 


Prpffcifeia *tt^1 ; =t 7 T"-tt 


I art? U " : 3f«H #PJ> cr^ ^!TOTT- 

fT I"fooojfFe. m 


r 



5. 

6. 


T700'r^ 8000 ft. R, vr® 
1 Wll^lO^OOO 

! io7ooi^T2ooo W.i7 

J2!obl Rt 14000 ftU. 

~ i T4bbo ft f ft 







: i$, ftftft q Oft eft W 7 ]. ^v-T >>\ 'Cn :j .'4 ?UV, ? ■ ' ; : W W 


q, 1 a f^arcH 6 3TTvtf 2009 Ctf? 17 2000 f. -^ :vr u - 

^cf eft Offt 3Tffe T^nfiR1 ftnj! 3 •Tr]- 1 ;QiT TO ft* ft':; ' : -0 : : 


(j; 100 c^T eft OTffiP 3T<ft ?ft eife «*Ttf /4 r*roj rr. yi-rv; * 

orqafl oi^TrRI !rsrc^ HT : RT CH h’fttFI - v ft-/ft - 1 

<jv*ft gy, 7i;00 <T ; i ft ':' l- 

TOfifra <ft ?1 

(ii) qrn ft rr& qftR eft / srcaNtfi ; ft 3 r: r -' ' ;rT y 

^ v fr% ftrft ^[yft fj- ft tth -ft RcftR 35? 'C - . 

^ :ftf^ e* ft cftrnrftR 

6000 r: ^ m *" 

6001 - 7000"^ . 45 ..,. 

^01 ”‘8000 ^ 

- SQQ1 ': -gooo^"^' ‘ L _ 5;g _ 

^^TTb’obo’i^ii' - "." f_ ____ _ 

joooT^Ti t 66o S cfo7 T __ t>5 _ 

ibooT^'oTfSp' ! 7? 


!57 > Q/'<o — 2. A 


.^TvkT ftr* • W; fttlfta <fcH-•*'* m-| 

«RT ef^T7 eft f;; ; :T7T 

_______x 24 >T? 

im :tk" 7 7i ^tcil m fia-:! n-^r fc=f Wf 

ftftft ^rrr 9'^cTT%f 3R7 f^ra^l <T ^ rV-ffoRTR I :- 


: iH) f'PJTj^^TF % 

•R qRi-qRiq 
V '■■'71 '$ ! 

7 7t 4pi trge^ 


r- -7 'fj 

' :^' T qiffe <\^r^ 

> .y: v r*3 7l^^#TcT 

y- -r" c ; i eft <r? 

f Tr RTcH tt 


_j 

...J 

•^3[ -F-'iT’TRR f :- 













THEGAZETTEOFINDIA: EXTRAORDINARY _ [Part HI—Sec. 4) 

_ — 

w ^ ^?rft ft^ ft <?R?ft t ft ft^r 

ftt ftelMld yfeifcd ^ftfRT^eTT, pRRftt ft SR! fftpT^ ftt ^ 

w ft strr r ft ppft i 

W ft^f 3 ft TfRft 4 VJxf^ft £RT 9Sftrfet ^TpTT ^T fftftr 17 !, 

^TCT^t ft Wet (ft^T ^T) wt ^ / ^3TTT% ^ cf>prff ft Tn~jj ft ft 7 ! ft ft 

kidf ft fa*llRfiel "^R, vJ'Nft ftftm*! ft 24 ft g°T! cfRft fftqi uTT^TT I 

(ft fftftt ft& ePIRT ft, fftpft fcR RPRfftt ft ^T PSRRT vjTT TTft 

WPftt ^t F^TeR wxm ft ft srfft> sftt ft Rift ft ftr ^ ftr 
% Jer *PR ft WTT cfRet ■fPR ft 7 ! ft ^rgftfeT ^TPT eft 
vrn^ft i WRft ft ft <RT Wf % fepr ^fnft t eft ^Rf<?eT 5RMd 
% fciv* >RT R7 Rj^W *rft Iftqi "vjIIVJmi I 3fftt fftftt 4^16 ft 

t ft ft^ ft uITTTft I T^TTRft % cm <j>ft ft ft?H oRH / 

^eRft ^ftt eft, ftftf? fteT f^tHI<-l fftftft 4 ^fttftsk RR 

HHlP'Iel fftT! ^TRT t I 

(*T) Wff ft eTCPT / ^eRft ft 3TR^T ft ^Pft ^fefT eTcfj, fte! ft ffti? 3?R!?T 
ftelMid ftftftf fftRcReT! ft ^T^TR, offt / ^eft RJ efftt ftt <jft RRT ft 

ffttr ejt^zftn ^vftft ft ^rgftt tg ftp fftpR! ym ftt ^egfftr ^ 
WTftRT WWI 

(^) ipRpftt t <sRi4t ft 3Rjcn \3RTft <pm P Pvft ft PPRT pft fteT ftf 
WdRTfteT efPRT W f ft fteT ftt Wrff ft WKm cT<^ T-STcTFrTftcT cf^ft % 

^crift ft WT, ft^f y^fdcp ft cTO cpT 3Ts{-^g ft fftRT 
WRTT I fTT PR cT^Rf fcJTR' tjtt RRR fteT ft ftt ftPm eFR 

fftj ^TKft gfR 3f&fcrng tpfPT ft W RTRTT I 

{^) R^RTftt ft fftR, ^ftRl T RT, f^Tr^TcTT vJST Pft W ft 

WTf ft fefR t I ftp ftf tft fcTO, R€lcR ftt T-TRft, ftft^ 

cS'M'if ^e^lfd cfld^ /\delR% ft fft^ PPTRI T l^l t ft 1 RT5 (ff^) eft ?dlft 3?R 
ftsTRT "ePTlft ftt 3i|cj?qcr>di "t I vJ4"qVicF)ftft ftt gef? STTR^TR ft fciR 

^ ft vm ft ftt ^ pht ft 3F$m ^ 30,000/- ftei ^z\ 
ftt ft, ftef Mdl ^ cpT 'yieTH cfrRTT ft 7 !! I 

(Bi) ftRR -Pf^KTdl <R fftTR ftft ftt ftftft ft, PtR PR cf>r fftft? ^T^TeT 
^I'cZT^lft ft 7 !! I 

9.2 ^Hj4ei STWlfftd (fttm^ell RTO H^f> ft wft ft STcflcTT, ftftft ^ 

^rft ITC! fftftR 2007 3fR ift 2009 4 SR^Ilfftcl ^TeRRR 3Rfftr ftt ^ftft ft fcR 
sfgft^f krp argftcr fftR srr I 


[ < m T rni— tstt54 ] 


MTTH^T IMibl : 3R4iyrNJT 


10. gi^cb^u] ^ ^ srfcrfW ^xH|(f / *TFT^ m 

d’^JHP! 29 STcJ^TC 2009 % gRT ^ 3lftifW ^PTT / W^faRq 

3Ppfaf^TT W I ^SPJWKcf) % ^ ^ f^Pf) 10 2009 % JTT&RT ^ 3xR feq 

^pn/ *ft^ 



3>~ I 5P 
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t 


i 

I 


i 


i 

i 


i 

i 


i 


i_ 


T Snftre <f>WT5 fRftt cftfRRci / 

| ftf^c WRTe R R ftpTT, 
fttfttft ft R OTeftl R fR? 

'3WcRi e? TR eRft % f 1 e? 
j fMft fttftt^t eft fReie? 17 eje 2008 
1 R m? WSW^n 2008 ft ?jffte eR 
I ftt ef aft 3ft? efi fMft fttfttftt eft 20 
j uje 2008 eft 3TT4iftTrf ?Tjee ?jeeif 
; ft ftt We eR ftt ef eft SK ft ftt 
! fRere? 12 ere. 2009, 6 eft 2009 aft? | 
j 19 2009 R 3RR Wt IRT m j 

I farter e? eft? fRm eei ??t I j 

j ml 18 eje 2009 R mft m R 
I RJRR ftl 3TRT 'wTrft % ?W ?TS ftt 
I 3 trt? fRe? eer eT fR S? smf^R 
| me % ?rn ft ftt tow err e? 
j fRei? e e>? t fReTe> 6 3RIW 2009 R 
j we ft MRt eft e^ 

J 3RR7 I fR #W1 SRI m WT ft 

I Ri eft fWeft WIT? e? RHft 3TW 
| eR eftfRei i fttfttRe^ereeftete 
j e>? R ft? W WT ft 

| eeft?e>eT? sftf eft e R ftep enter 

j 3tt? e ft R^T ?w4e eRei ! 


i 

i 

t 


R we ft WR'OTcR fSftRft cS RcRT^RcRT Rdf 
3ft? ffteeet e? ftte 3fcfe-3Te r7 T RFjfcftRlfaft "ft 

Re m? Rft Rwrffte e??STft i 

ii ftrftt eft fiRRfi ftt 3RRT-GTCRT ft i \ r 4Rft Re 
eft seen 140 ftt.ee f. Rmftw Re eft ra 
100 ftt.ee ft 3ft? mft ?rai Re eft awn 80 
ftt.ee ft i 


i.iii Rfteft Re RRRt 2007 ft, Reft ?TOT Re 
e??eft) 2009 ft 3ft? ftRifttR Re srftc? 2009 ft 
ytnfed eft eft ( 

(iv; erefR eftteft Re Wet -ft wm ft Rift ^eft 
R, Reft ?Rfi 3ft? RrRrfttftc? Re fRe^c? eft Rft 
ft [ w Ret R mte Tjeftt ft cstw ere? ft t 
eereft ftwift R rrttr ?RRt Re eft r.16.68 
eRte ft ?sfttei fter an, eft r. 37 .32 

erne ft 3ft? mft ?T r cft eft 25.13 eRTe ft ?efrer 
eeian i 

(v; fftffteiRt eft Rr? R 3 tjrr ee wc#l st?t 
we eft wne %er w mfteerrrt ?jce? ftt 
fRefft^eft ! weeftftftTvft?*, 10.00 gfcreeeft 
e? rneft ?rdT eft ??. 32.60 ee eft e? ^ 
3ft? Rjeftve eft 30.00 yfo ee eft e? ?ft 

(vi) we eft rMt ft i.20 eRft? ?wt 3ft? 
Rmfttw ft 6 erftte em arwe fttfftee R ?rt 
ft Rwre fRft f i ?i^r ft we eft y® ftt 
am? fttfftee ee e^ieie eft fRer f ! 


(vii; rrA Rt 3ci?if / cTsre R fRe Ret sri erre 
ft cRirft eft fte ftt ww w ?t fftR f i efttRt 
rt fte 35 ?Mee en. wrf rror e>T fte 30 
?Mee en 3ft? RmfteH en fte 41 ?fteft?e en 
t I | 

(viii) we era ft Rfteft ftterm srf? Re j 
(wmft > R fR? e? R 3^ftrse ftg mei e?-me | 

ffteie> H.09.2007 R 3erft w srt e?^e fRer | 
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THEGAZETTEOF INDIA: EXTRAORDINARY 


(Part III— Sf^, 4| 


mTstH i wmife 2009 ft 

ftt*Tt I ft ftftlFPl ftft ftRlft M 

ftft ftt ^ ftt Mjft 2008-09 ft & ^RI 1R tl 
ftftl eft TrR "sift? Ezjpt ft R<4^, 3TOt ftt ftftl ftt 
ft fen? fftftFrft 3rr4M <jr eftrr I 
ttwrtl (^TftPTRR) FRT 3ppftft<T Tffti ftt <R 
^TeTO ?T#f 2^, WT ftt 31W ftvM ^ 
SlfiRJpRT fftft fePTT fftfcRT3ft ftt ftfePT ftff 
TOT 8 *! | 

(ix) ftt, ^TTftt JRToT lRT r yi(^|tfr< u i 

FRT 3Tfftfrd TO <R % 3PM ft 3tjftkH MPT 
fftPI TO t vfft ftfttftm FPfeftfft ftt STRT 
2.17.2 3fa 2.17.3 ft 3FJ^Tt I 

vJPfteKT ftt 8JFT ft Rift fp, TOP viH^Vl0rll3ff 
% %ftt cf?T RTT ft feiP, 3 3fcT 7 T-3TePT ftftt ft fftp 
ftt ^ Offtef) RTPeit 4 fftp ft, fttp 3RFT- 

3RPT ftf PPJFTft % 3RMI fttft 3RT ftprfcF 
pftt ft I 

M> PR fftPTPPPT ft Pjftt 3fftftt 

FRT Stpftfftci FT 3TT4 eft ft MolH FRT vjftl 

ftt RF^fftSTf WTOTf 3tft ftft ftft ft fftp ftp 

TOTlfftT PRft eft cfftHP cPTOTt ftftaj % fcPJ TO 
PRft ^Tftft ! 


11 . WI ft WTft ft ftftTO ftft TO F'B 9TfTO>TO % PTOoR ft 1TOTO TO PPTcOT t I 
TOT TO P^ fftftftft ftft ftp^ Wt pRT TO Pf fft?F % TTHRT ftftTO PTO TO 3RFT ft ftTMTft 
Mftft I ft FPft ftp TTTM htpp://tariffauthority.gov.in TO ftt PTOTO t i 

12. MRP TO PPTOTF % TOPP TO TO ^PT TO WPfl % ftpft ft ft^Tfetfem 
fca#^*Rft I;- 

(i) FTt HTf^RR ^ ^Fpr % RPTP^t T-RftT*T % feR #itfr ^ TOM 

cjrt ftTei^ 12 3r^r 2007 ept m> ^nt?f lifter ftrqr «n i ^ m, str? ^mrl 
% 77T^-^TT^ ^TtH aN % TftcR TOTO^t TR^Tftef #g TOTopft eft 3T^TT 
MH % feRt M> ^ TOnfeRT ^ eft I wfclT^ % ^RH, f^Rpft TOePT^T 12 
3fcfeJeR 2007 % 3tT^t 4 ft, 9xFT ^ 3TJ?fc7 f^WTT ft) ^F RPIcT 4ft ft TTiaf 
W TOR cPtft ftt ^Icj^qc^efl eft ftRTR ft Wm$ I FtPT ft «M ft spTPTt fft ^eft 




[ mm— 


: ara i nn m 
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yftm % toto # to> #to-to?rt tot wr ft^n tot t sfft ^r # foror to 

^ TO# # TOR TOJcHf TO ft^JT TOT *TT I 3RTO. TOR # 3Tg#T PfRTT &TT % TO% 

f## torr to) toPrt fenn tot m few rr [ Ml# #, tor a# % 

%R TOTO# % 3TO# % fcR TOjeTO ftgfTOT £§ fodH* 2007 # TO> 3RR TOTO 
^iRsfd PTOT »TT I 

(ii) TO#f-yeWi % foR wfRrofifort # #ro w 3># % toRr #, ^TeR-srcFT 
-### TO FWSR TO# # fafa # 5 # # 3Rfe % ftp?, TOR «# % #TR 
TORTOft # ^RsiTW, TOTTcR 3?# x<s><<$uq TO# mIhI# # ^TTS ## i#T TOTToTTO? 

# TOR ftR f I ^R ^IPjfcfefrfap TO? dl$#U W TO# #5 M?# 3 ^tor 
% ^ # #^-Mf#-TO5cT TOT ^5^1 f#TT | I s# % OT^TOTuTf# # ^R fcRRT 
TOR 3*116^ % foR TOR £KT ^-3T##TOfferl TO? 3?f^R P?RT TOTT11 

(ill) ^'Hlfo ^ 3 -°# I % mTOR RRT srftpRR 1963 # STKT 48 % TO*? Mb 
*TRT 42(4) # 3#aTT # ^ t fo> ttSNtR RRT 3}fa#TO 1963 # *TRT 42(3) % 3RF# 
sqrffegt £RT TORT fc(f>IR #TO3T? % #[ 4f TO? TOPTTOTOT STpRJpR 
M I nR TOTO# 4, TO# STRT 42(3) % 3R#cT srfeTOTOT RTOf«TT 4?## TO#?R ##£ 

# TO? TT# # # *# t, M TO# 2005 % TOJeTO TOR# # TOTT7.2 ^T MtTOTR # 

3#ETT TO# I ftp STcFT-TOR #TO TORT# % % f#T #ft ^13# % fcR 

v3-ccfq*T ^ cR ^ P?R^ TfFTt ^R Wf ^ dP^PfRT RTR I ### 3Tt? 

xpcTfcR^ % #3 RcRSJT c^Pr W ^ #3TT# TOW ^T# I I fcJRJ ^ W# ^fcRT TO 
RTTOR WTtR TOfT 3rfePm cfft TOT 42 % 3RTfe ^ ^ ^ t 3fR t 

3RTTO ^R W5) -gtoT 5RR TOt 4 % fcTR ^T RTp[TO Tr T TOT pR^TcT PfRT 

TOT t I 3R TO RtR ^ TO RTOT ^ ^T^m TO^ % fePT ftr# fa# H^rcH4> 
c# ^rpri rtot to f^rfir 4 # rPto ^ tot 11 3^, w$ 2005 % 
^ TOT 7.2 TO STTORR ^TT ^ RcpT°T cfrt ^R To# ^c(T % 
fcR ^TOTO TO pRffer TO^ % fcTR fcRT TOT t I ### Pr?tR W TO^ TOTO 
^ 2005 % TOfeftf# c# TOT 7.2 % TOffa TOTFR TO# TO 3T^m 
fe^Tl I 

(iv) ### 4 TOWft % RTOR C# KTpTTOPR TOW TOR % TOTO # TOR n# # i 
^HfcR, ### Rt ^R PTOT TOT s?T f¥ TOR 4 TO^tTOTO HTTO TO# % 

TO # TOTO # g^cTO TOTTOT # TO 3 TOftfcT ftRT TORT I M# #M 4 
wf) % TOTTeR % fcTO RpTTOTOT TOW TOT TOR TO# 4 eFTTO 5 ## TOT TOR 
TOTT f^TT f M#t # FB# f#TTO 4 M 2008 % TOTO # TO? 2008 4 TOR? # 
^ # f#fT TO f#TTO 18 uJfT 2008 % TO# TO TOT M f#T TOT R f^ TOT TO# ^ 
TOTW f## feOTR TOTTOTT % TO# % t#T TO fTOTT WTOT f vSJfT 2008 # ^RT 
'BTOTf 4 # M# # TO 5^: TOR PTOT TOT R fe TO 3T# TOTOT #, TOR-TOFT 
TOTTcT# % RT# % f#T, STTOT % fcT^TR TO# % 3TON TO TORpTcT c# I TOTTO 11 
2009 # M# TO7T R%cT P# # TOTTR # TOTT TOT ft> TO TOTTeTR TOT 
TOJTOT # f#RTf#T TOTOT t I M# # TO J 5 !: TOT# % «TR, TOR # 3TTOTT ^TOT 
TO?f#RT TORcT f#Tcfj 6 aRTO 2009 % 3T# ^ % 3R#cT TOPsTcT f#TT t I 
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_ THE GAZETTE OF INDIA; K XTRAORPIN IHY __ _ IPvkj Uj . Si (%4 

i?^Tfft? ft m ft fcT^f ft qft 4 H7?frJ cfvft 4 W 

3TePT Mcf^l ft TfX*? % fftTT, ft XRft) ft ftp? ^IcR ^4 cTC 3R4 ft$ 

Xftffttl XRpT xft 4 ftftft gRT cT*TH? X? WI % XiRR p* TjcfRX ft! \X> 

trri 4 xfftr ^q 44 4 fftm ^Rxi t i 

(v) fftnx 17 xtct 2009 ft ^ qq % msq 4 4ft j t\ t -qs?Rt % <m ?T^rrftrcj 

fftrt<f> 6 31XRT 2009 q? fftlH fW T RTl ftk 4X11X1 4 WT fftclXi 

fftX XTT I 

(vi) ^jfft M'5 % xftftm ftt mrq-xxr ft xr4 ft f4x xmq ^ 

fftftftT xftt t 3ft? <ftt ftt ^-fftqrxxT ft ft fttex 4, $xf w qxrre <gv 

xftcr qrxft ftp? % stwr qq 4 xr fftx 11 m 2005 ft qgm qpiftftft 

ft! erRT 2.4.1 X?THft ft xftx OTO eft ??HX qftft efPTcT XT ftXRT XXt % 
fcTT? PTRT q^ft eft atftt? X?ft f ! ^fft tJRT 2.4.1 ft XvPtcf mftf XT XTO 
fftftftcT xft fftX XX t, 2008 ft q?JoX xftxMft 4 fftftftrT qHXf qq ft, 
ftftft y^RT sXftfTtT qRTXl ft* tiTfftxXT «F5T iftaRT XX4 4cJ XRRiT fftX RRTT 4 i XTX 
STReTT ft gST q?JcX XXX-XX4 <fffeftft| ft 3fTSTR qq cT3 X~x4 ft TJX XOclX eft 

xft Wefft 4 XSTcH Rl4 eft ftrRm ftftx 4ft Tmftrxrrift eft 3m T» ft 

?8TTftfti 


(x) 30 xrftftci qfcrmr % ^fftxfftr qfrftftcr qm afi^r 20 xq qfft *n$fftcH ft! 

■gfftqrfftr cTcth < 3 ? qq fftx? xqft §q qrn 4, q4 4 wft % xrq ft x4 
4000 ftpft m 100 XX w# ft) SiqcfT 2400 RR3 eRT qftm4 -X^Rff^T eft 
I ! 2008 ft xnq?4 i?cf» cr|^ft??m ^4 r m ft fftq. 
Brrmi 3ft? xftx ctx ftrmn, cir?m>T, <aPror mef x r ^ 

wft ft fxq 10400 qfftftq eft x? ffttftfftcT | i 2008 ft 
xftftftft 4 10,000 ftftfft? xi xa?qr qrxcF) 20-20 ?;q mi 

xfttftg^w ft ftrn ft%:n *r =• • : ftft '.- *eo 
m §iXRTi efTeft qtRfT# ft - iX 'ft?? ' 'A?R1 ?Kftl ft 

fftq i, ft^rfft ftftftf 4 ^cri ? qfnft i ivR-; •-•< ft ft*- 200c ft 

mftMft 4 fftftfftf m ft! cmw txmftq ^v?4 ft 0 

4iMtcr m ft^ftftftri ftft ft! ftffw f^qi^-T<it. ft vp 4 ft -r 

5698 crq qlclRiH 4 25340 c^ t fftm m ft ’fftxr? f^ 

rq%q fft 4 ftft ft4 xcFi-3^q «>xft f; fv? m ft -n. o- 
ft xjrr ioo OT??f qift m ft tftq Ti^.q ^i*r 

tPT xft ft fft? 11 4ft ftft 4 4 m 4, terft xxn ft4cr ^q ft 100 ^ 
4, 11,319 crf ft 12451 mi qftfftq ft 4ft (^jp ?m fftrmfftx I! 


2008 ft xftfftft 4 qftqie ftft ft fft? ftftfft OTctt ftt ^tx 4 
ftf x^tjcR q?RcH arm qq fftrr< eRft fftft! mr mr^i w 
(qra) ft mm 4 20-20 ami ftf 4ft '^rmH ftft ft »n ft 1ft? 
fftftm 1000 m qftfftq ftt q?m eR 4 25% ftt ^ft;4 ftftx ftftr ft t, 




[ VTMII—7sHTg4 ] 
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cT^JfTN, ^ TdFT tof % to? 12500 cR tofcR to TF77R ^ ^ ^ 
ftocto 4 fto7 ftol 77T | l 


T?7> to ^ 777 % -Eft 4000 Tito p, to 2008 % Tltoftot 3 % 

W % fen? toT*oTT77T 77 STpR etot % fen? ftqfftcT fto? t, 
W# to TRltoto toto S7RT, ^ 7e3> % feP? 29,70,000 cFT Htoltod 

toft t to ^7T ftoto 4 ^Ttrq^ to toto ST77TT toft to t I T#WT, 7F 
7Tftfe ST77TT 77TC, f^TTcP 19 FJ7 2008 % 3to 77 % 77*47 7t toM g|M 
T^fto 30,00,000 7p ^fr? 11 


(71) 4t4lcTl "ft to TJc| 1FT Tfto 100 cFT 57771 to V*f> to ^^-dMin 7^. 

3007.74 oTTT^ OTplftcT to t ftoto TTcT pto 7TFT 3ft7 to toto 11 
OTplfto <jto cTTTcf cfrT totot gTTT 7T7T ^^R-Tltoft totoFT 77 to TRsfc 
7T7T t I 7^ TFTto to ctod to ^ ^ TTcFt to fto? tototo 5777 efT^to to 
ftft74 47 7n. 67.78 t to ^77 Tltot % ftocto7 % TO SntfefcT ftfW? 47 
to FfcRfcfcT 4^to to fto? 7^. 66.7875 3T4RR to to t 
<jto eTTTcf 7i. 2963.70 eTT7sT 37to t i 


(7) (i) 7jft> 2005 % 7p4> iTPfaftWf 3 to7 5T7T f*F7-7s™ 47 4to 3TeT7 

7T44> \dHei^I dto j^, ^jcTl ^771, 3TpT^T7T 70 fcT47 yfatjci !?£FT 
T^r UTrre-ftoTFf ^ Icftt ttt % i to tocr ^jfto erar to 
tototo 5 ttt farter 7 ^ 40/- 7ft ?jfto to pHT to smcFT 4>7 
wm % ftortom % tfr Ttoem 75 34.98 tor fW w 11 


(ii) 


T M^r ^ TOfRT 3ft7 cTFm ^ efFTff ^ 5% 3rr^fefcT ^ t 

2008 % wfafeW ^ tore f^m Treftft #? 

% icT^ f^rerff^cT TriFTcfrr % 3^57^ % l 


(iii) TFfTel ^ C^FFT % 1% 77 ^iplPdd %71 TTFTd 2008 % 

7l4^kl 3 5^77 TTto % 37577 TFnn^lt I 


(iv) to ^ft WTcT % 11.31% 77, Wt ^17T Ttofto FJT7T 
cTFTcf to c^tot tomtom, 1956 % TT^to % 373777 10.34% to 

*Je7 FTR7 F7 el I ^ <77^ p ^TR7 TTT ^ I 
(V) M€t tTrrpto sRTf ^ 7F 77)leH 4 7# t, to ^FT? 77 

erto^ ogtotor to! ftoT I I 

2008 % t^p mtoto srpto ^ t % w^;a totth ^ 

^77H ^ T^TT ^7 % ^TJTTR 77 ftoTR ftoT F 77 | 

totof % toTR ^77T7 TJc^ TFTT^T to % 100 toto % fto? 7S 
1200/- TftoF 71 ^7# to to ^7 77 eTtof7T-p^ ftoftcT ftol 

w 1 1 to 7777 4 4000 tot % fto? srtoto tot, to 77 ^ 


/33^fo-3A 
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_ THE GAZETTE OF INDIA: EXTRAORDINARY _ [Part III-^Skc. 4) 

fepTT W? Reft smfa R feR RRM ?[eR to 4PM % TOTOT 4 
TOrTTOTO fcfT^TT Wt i 

(Vi) PPM ft Rd Rt cTFTcT R 5% TO "3T^T cqrr" RT RfTOT OTTT 

4 I 2008 R MM, 3TOT czrtff % sryTFPT R foR TORT 3TRR 

M-TOfM R fcR % 5% Rt TOTR R ft fMfftcT RTO 4 I 
tor PPftR cf?r wn ft M ^ toto#tM ffM ft 
or^rf^m Mt-m rto, Mrn fftR 4 i 

(R) RPlRTOT ft Rf 2009-10 4 ft#RT fpR M rR TOJeR TOTOT % feR 

16% TO TON3M4 (ROCE)TOTOTTR 4 I 4PM ft Rd R fcTfecT fTR M 
2660.70 RTTO) % 16% (^. 425.71 oTF5T) TO TORTOftftf RT TOfTOT TOTR 4 
TOfa ^TT yftfTO'l "ft R*T RT TTRd ^4 cft*1 0^1'S ^m 4 HI del fT> \TOT TO 

M R fM ^). 339.30 TO M ^RT TOlftlPdd RTOl % TO TO £NT PdfTO 

IJTO Rf TOTrRr44 I 

TOfRfftcT TORTOPM 4 TOTTRT fRR TOT 4 3ft? ftftT R Rt TORft % feR, 
fMR feR TOJcR fftRM fRR TOR 4, PdftsW fcR % TOpTO TO TORTOK-ftft 
TOfTOTfRRRR4 WtR. 376.13 TO5 TOTR 4 I 

(^.j PPM 4 TJxRTO-ft % TOTTTO % fcR fid RfpR TOTTOT ¥«(Tf R. 1106.60 
cTTR TOTcft 4 Rt 16% TORTOpftR 'M 376.13 cTTO; TOpT TOfRfftd TOTTTO TOkT 
TO 730.47 TOTOj TO RR 4 I TOT WR, TORTOft R TOTRTT R M TOR 
RFft dTOTO % fcR TOTTO TO *>. 37.26 RMt RMTOT Reft 4 i 

iR) M fcTTORT Mef Rt THIHpl MM Rlftf, rTOto R TOTRf R 

TOTTOT ft 4PM ft 4PM 4 *5 30,000/- Ref TOT TO TO TOTOfcm Rt 4 I 

^\i TOR R feR 3TO M TOR, RFRT Rt TOM, MM RTR TORfft R fPR 
RfcT TOT TOTR TO TO fftRfteT TORT 4g TOR? M Mi TT fMcRT 4R Ri 
r'P? TOrMk RRR M 4 I 2008 R TORR MM RTORf M Mto RFif 

cfsn 3TOT RFif fR TOR RFIT R fcR TO TOT RTOf 4f 41 RRR TORT 

RTcTT 4 R? 20-20 RR STOTcTT Reft M TOeRcT Rft RTR P TOTT R ?-TOT 
TOdTd ^P? M TO RTpf R fcR 4000 TOT yfrife'H efft -3TR 3TOT RPTT R IcTR 
2500 TOT ypifpd RI TOTTOT To fMM RTOT 4 ! RTOfM P RTOT 0R3TOpT 
RRT 20 TOTR Rt STTOTT Rcftf 3 PTTOTR RTO R TOTRRT R TTOP 7T t 
TOfe .TO RRTO 100 TOT STTOTT M RR RT\ T TO-ft R feTti %?nj] 
fPcftfPrf R7P R feR 4 I TOTR ReTTR TOT TO UTOTOa RTR Pi RT-TpIR fPTT 
fR ttr RcrM Rd R TOFT^T TO M / RTO7 fpR PY 3TTO RPTT Rf TOT-TOT 
R>T TTRrfT 4 I RdtcTO ¥t#ft P TOtT TOTTOT TO RT/ UTOlRT TOpt RT TOR 
RTp R fcR 3TRTO RTO efft 3TTTORRTO 4 i 


33 6 r s! r iojo - 36 
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wr ^ttrt (£lftt€t) ft y?ftdd wft *trt ^ 

% 3JTOTR RR yif^lt^>< u l ft RRT fft> jHT^ci ft) RRft ^ (vjft 3Rq sfaj-iTc^ 
emftf c{fr ^Wt % cT?cT OTTcTT t) ( 3ft 2006-07 Rt 2009-10 cT3) (^ 2009 W) 
ft> 3ft? ft aftRRT fftwqddl 3046 TO yfcff^H gfc#TeT fttcft t I 3TRTO ft, 3Rft? 
cTR? ft) 3Fjft gftW % ^miTR RR ftftftft? f^RT ft, 3ft 2009-10 ft 

y?ftdd TfRT?R % ftR % RT3ft Tf 2483, 3825 3?K 4341 TO 

yfclftd # ftfftR) y^Wd 3R 3TftfcT 3ft I ?RTg3)R 3?RTCt fft) VdkJH^ ft , 
3R R? W* ftRTf£ ft> fkg 3^ ft3) 3e3> WTf % cT^rf 3TOT t, RFfafttftf ft 
R3RT 2500 cRT % R?RTO RH3) ^ 3ffacf) ffttRITOdi ^fcT 3R eft t I 
^cxferfrq- wr Rf, ft yt^ifcHd rrr# 3ftft Rft ftn r# ft 3 ?[r ^r% 

3R™ ?Rf3rt STRT ftt 3)RcR -80 TO 3ft t R^f> ftftM ft) RTTO ft 3ft 
3)3133, 100 TO STOTT 3Tcft RRRRft % feR TflRc^ TPT<ft g?RTO <R TO 3Rft 
ft)feRt I 


TOTR gfafcT 33R3f R? 3?fR 3? 3F3 3r?ft 1|R ft? fft) gKT R[fftcT 3ft 3^ 

ft^TT^ 3ft 3?RTO 3R R3) Rpift? (R^5 f^) RR3# RT RTRT 3ft 3fT RT3)ft? t, 
?rt <m 3? fW? I % 2008 ft> gpfcftft? ft gror g?Rro 3 r 4 50% 

3 ft <jfe tot sRRnsfaTcfr g^t ?Rt 1 3rr3, 3 ? grteRR (2008 ft?) 

Hlftqftlftl ft RcfteT 3f?R 0cHN3 333? rT^TT 3TO ft3)-3e3) 333? % feR FTO 
R?RTO 3R ft 50% 3ft 3)Rft 33 faftg fM t I % 

fft>RT3T R3TR? % fft3?R3 % 3T3^ ft ft? 3ft? d^R^I 3R3I3T 33T I I cT^RTTR, 
fiRc^T ^ ^tcT cT8TT ^eTRR wfl % feR 6000 yRlRid #? 3RT 
wff % feR 3750 ^T gfMVd ^ TR^ 3RTcR gFRR ^R gg fcRTR 
fcFRI RTT t ! 


RRRrfvrR HIRVl WT % 4000 trd cm ^-TTfcf) 

2008 % HMigRfg] ^ RrT t, RT 3FJRRT 3?R 70% % WTtRRT 

3M cfTt RR A RRct 1R, ^RgRF) ^RT ffeRR % ftTJRt RFT 4 f^RTTR f^RTT 
RTT ^ 3RR-3RR WTf RRft % fcR 1106.06 eTR3 ch”T 3TynftcT 

R^TR3TR RRT cfjR^ - % feR, <-cTld cRTT ^dt^q RPTT 3?R 3TR cfrMll % R^RR 
^ RzRTR% % wfRT % IcR gfcT ^T 3TRTR ?? ?RRT: R>. 77.49 gfcT cR 3?R 
R>. 124.06 gfcT ^T gft'lf&Td ^Tcft | I 

(vii) ■ RWRft % wfm % fcR, HfcRR ^R dRT ^ RRT RR^cT ^RRRtT 
f^Tc^T % 3T^RTT ^JRRT W I I ^TTf^cT 'ftraRR RMH<b-l A % I 

(viii) 2005 % g^Rcfj wkM^I SIR! 4.3 A cReRff <fm\ A> feR I^TRcft g?JR^ f^cjfgR 

cfTT 3T5®R fcRTT 7 FTT ^ I cpjf^f CflRT 4 3TPt 3T^cTtT RRT |l art^T 3jtR 
cfrc^ 3 cT Rf%cT il^rRcT, eft? 3RTR^ eft? 3RRcf) Pifccql ^ ?7R Rpft acqol cpPTT 
% feR RPft RRtft W, RTRRT Wlf RR^t RR % 60% Rt 3tfiR) R#f ^R i 
hIhIcTI ft RRR^Rft ft> y^ieidl ft> feR eftt^ cRcjftf (acTtq) ^R g^-ciifqci Rftt <ftt f I 

ar^rrfftcT <n rt stt eftt fftft# aftg erft^r wff % rrrr Rc6f^d %^t rrt 11 ftgfr 

ftaftft ft, cTftta cmftf % RTOH % feR RRTRft 3T^rflfftd OTcTT % ^R 3fR fftft^ft 
TOft % R?ReR % feR ^R ft RR^fcT RIHfdMd fft^R ^Rft §R cT^RT WTf ft) feR 

^R cRT fft)ft ^Tft Rft OTM^cbdl ft J WTf ft) RFRTR RRR# Rft 

arwr ft> rft rRI^ r-^rt ft) omm ft sfR nift 2005 % g?R*Fj gpf^W cttrt 
4.3 ^T STgqieR ^Rft cT€R ^R RTFTRT wft ft) feR Mft?T ^R ft) 60% ^R 
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fftrffkr ft* 11 ftR ft, dfc d#k ddft ft ferq fftrffftr dd 

fftfck 0 ! "4 fftdR fft<I 3ig*iiPia TRRd WhSd *R ftt$? ddTd eft 

TOdT ft ft, ft ft ft ft feFT d? fftj5cd ^pTt t fft df dft 4 ^RRTRTd ft fftd OTJdd 
ftdRamn 


(ix) 2005 ft sngexp dPfdftfft ftt CJRT 5.9 ftr 3ftan I fft jgeef) ftt WTKd>d7 ft ftd dfft 

7dft ft ft^g fftdT I ft^mift ^R ft ft?cR ft feR ftRTT?d 3?R 

ftwift RR ft d>d PjtMIcWrfT ft feR ^ dTdftgd ftftft £RT ^cTlftcT PlRldHdl ft 
djt ftWFddcTT ft foR ftRTTFd 3ft? fftdcR jftdTdddT ft f?R ^ ?dTd 

cpRTTT I I ^Bft 3RMT, ftftft sTRT FWTftd d>f, ^fftidd / 3^-3^ ftdl HdTdlftt 
ft ftdtf ft fftdT, ^ TTT5TT 3^dH ^ I i ^dftdd>TM dd *\j\4>i, ftfllfft 
gKT HkR fftdT ' T P7T t, ftd 1TRT fftSd^ftd Pi^iqddl ftl ‘gfftd 
yPlftdd dRdl t i ^flft ^RT f\, fftHKddl ft vjft ftRHT, 3R^lftft ^m, 
^d fftftftft ft ft 3Rp5cT fttft mT?I, 100 dd ft Hid'd ik RR ft fftd ST^TeTF dTeft tpft 
ynioid 3 cRTlf vdRft I 


ftftft g[RT HRIlfad, fttqrdddT ft djft ft^HI 1000 dd ft 3RRM d* d>d- 

ftjft fdfnd ft vd'&dd'i fttHldddl HTO d>k ft feR 3ddR ft Rd 5/ - ftftdd ftf ffft? 
ft £RT yWR dd 3?R 1000 dd ft 3RRRJ *R dTHTd RT ft d>d-3ft?> fftfrd ft fftdcR 
i, 3TRTR-d? *f ^ 5/- dftldd ftt dvftcfT dd dTddTd dRdT 11 


ddd ^ dftd ^«rqx ftdR dvft dd 3TRTR dft dcTRTT t 3#R ft?TT dft cThcii % fft ^ft 

fftRJd fftkRRT ft dTd ftdR fftdT ddT I I fftHIdddT ^ 10% ^JR ft fek Hf 
RWT10% fttgfe ^ddTdTfr^dR cFTcTtt I ^dftft 1000 ^d dd 3RRTcT TORR 
RIT ddT t, '<^-3nft ftkl ft 3fkd) Pl^Hld^dl dFd dR^ ft 1eR 3H?TR dd ^ ft 
§rt gRd?R 3fR 3nft ftki ft ftft fVrrdddi ft fftq smrR ^ ^ ftt 
W STWf ft 1000 dd ft Hrk> 3T?R[R ft fftq 5 % TOTtkd ftf dnftf f I 

ftftft PitHIdddf 3R[c^ ftdR dR^ ft fftd 7000 dd ftftftd ft 3?R7cr 
3R3d^d ftt d>d-3TR) W^d dTdT t I ft^Tlfft ftddFbl ^ ddTdf ddT t, 70% 
v3Hiilf>ldl RR dd 12,500 dd Hfft Iftd ft RdTdtfftd 3ndd-gd dldd) dd ftd ^kd <R 
dftdfftd ftg T RTdT3ft ^ fcTdR fftdT ddT t I 3RRd, c^d-3?1ft ^dRd 12500 dd ft 
HHdik RR ft vJgT FTdl dlfk? I ftftft ^ 7000 dd d>T ^d-ftift ^d 3f[^fe1d 
dR^ tg 3PPft dRdlsft ^ 11.11 XR toR fftq] f I ^fft ft ddfcfd ft ftd 
ftt PiCHIdddl, dft ^ ftd ft ft ftdft ft dlft drift I, ftft IJd dfdd 

ft fcR ft?ft guit^i ddTd dRft t l 

12,500 dd ftft ftd ftf PltMKHdl ft fft^ 3miR ^dftd ft ftd^f ft 3Rd 
PfNKddl (Hldeild) ft fftd dV ^ . 12,500 dd ftrfkd ft ftWdddT 

RR ft fftd ^ 37.26 ft^T dd ftft I 

^ de^ ddft ft fcR ft ^ftf ftk dd SFgdTdTd fftdT ddT t ftt ^ ddft ft fck 
f^TTdddT ftd^ d^dd) ftdddT‘Pkffftr ftf d^ t I 

dftmi , (cl^lK^mTHH drTd ft ftdkd ^ 3pd ddft (cl<R^I ^ yifa4R u l ftf 
^d fftdT ddT t fft ddd ^ ^ ddd) ft fcR ft W, 3^aRT 

3ft? dRT ^R 3TT^ft cFTft ft feR ddkdT^ fteft ft ^RT 10,000 dd dfcf kd ftt 
fftsn^ddT ?T?f ft dira d). 29.75 ftcl dd d7 ftdR WRT ftt I I dTdft^k 
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3PFTF? §T? ^ FRc? 4 PlUTKddl TO^ p?, 9500-10499 % 3TT^ ^ ft f^R, 
31.67 ftfr?PMf^lfaldB?^t ft? dffft^dl *PTftft7Tft??t I 

(x) to ftp ^rtp ftr to? pt to ftp TOftfaropp p to jti b? pp ftp ft? ftpro ft 

eFR PTB TO WWwRd TO^ % ftp? 5MR eFTTPT aft? if *T *R ^ 1,00,000 

TO 3Rfftg eFTTPT, ftp ft ?Fjfap ft»ll<ddl Tjfafrtid TO?ft ft ftp? PPft? (TOP) TO 

ct?^li I PBT PB ftp TOdl Tiftftp ftPT fft TO>3TftTO3Tnf ^ v5M«dx u i / WR % 
tsyiq B? TO*? % *diq ft? \3PT7T ^ I ftp-yqieict> ft q'tjel PT? ftp ft 7^TTOFRP-3FTR 
ftp ft? ei?PT fft? TO*? TO }H-alq t vnfft ftp-?RneP3) P7 eFTTPT ^T^TT arft-TO 4141^ 
gRi 3fH*} TOT RPT vn!^''ll | 

(xi) ft efft *FTP ft ftp? TOR ft TO? ft? fteifir ft ppppft? im PBfftld TOT % 
fa^fa u l % ftp? '514lcTl ^ TO TO? MT-dlfad ft? t I TOP ^ PB pft PPTPT t ft) fftxFf 

^qfa ft? “eift? <nfati” hmi vjii^n I ft^iiRd fftqi topt t fft to ft totpt a?R 

cl % P&? % *qTPl S?*? ft ■7-fPq PP> ftp ft <9714? % HIHc) ft y-q^*T| gjRT 
HI3I TO fttrfxjui, ftp ft <51^)41 3TT*? ft H^el ftp jJRT eTlft / vJdl^ TO? TOP? ft? BTPT P>? 
ftp ft TOP ft pft ft fWftp TOTft, PTWeT ft? 24 ft P^PT TO7% fftpT TOftPT I 

(xii) (v) ptot^ to pfftPT ft ftror, M# ft? to ^ arftpr <tr ftrm t ft> 

^ fe# cqft^TjcT / fa ft I« ^ftT ^qidl % ^4 % ftFT rPT ftFfT vTFP "dlfay I 

faFp ^rt an ft? cr?, ^rnftrr ^ 

5raTeTTOR qrr *R ftxfR ^ ^ { ftft^T ^FT 3TPJpft>rrf3ft eft ^P^Fft % 
ftp? '3TcFT-3TePT ^ Pt^fftd 3FF[ ^T ^FTeP ^ I ^T fa?elq u i % fa Wei 
TO 3 <?ftfa Sf7 TTOf ft eft 2008-09 3 ^Je^ ^ 

^TT I ^ft> TO? 2005 % ^Jc^j TOftfttft ftt TOT 7.2 3ftaTT TOcf? t ft? 
^sf cZjftdTO ft^T yqidl % ftqft % ft^TT, TOFT TO ft eTFJ^ ^Tlft t, 
jx*icTcFr<3N 3ftrftfT H^eqr ^ tg % ^T^fter 

TOF? ft«rfcf 4 ^T# t I % TOT ftFTT | ft) Wf TOT ^Tftfe 

H^TTeTTON ^ TO? 2005 ^) 9^T TOftftfft eft TOT 2.17.2 ftfr TOT 2.17.3 
% 3TJTO t I TOT 2.17.2 TOTOT TOft t ftp ^ TOTOH, g^dlfad ^7 % 
ftp? TOTTq TOJcT TO^ % TOT ft, TT^ft 3TITO ^^dlftd eFTT TOFTT t I 
ftftft ^ ftRft) 7 ^ 2009 ft 3Pft ^ TOT, 5WTOKTR ^7 9Wlfad TOft 
TOP HTOP taftsld ftvPT 8TT fft^ ^7-dlfad ^TOTTOR ft? (ft?3TRft^c^ 
^7 ftvi^ftvjd ft ftp?) 3T^FT ft? 4?, q? ft rR, TO ^TftpPTO ft ^rFf ft? 
TOT? ft fft FTOfft? ft TOft ft fftTT ft ^ cRT ^ I ftftft TOT ^TB 
'Tft ftFP TO 8TT fft TO? ftf, ft^TT fft VK^m TOfftftft ft? TOT 2.17.3 TOT 
argftftcT I, ^eiftq ftpTft? / wff ft ftp? qftror arftRjfftd ft 3nro 
^r ftro ft? ■pf t I ^rter tot anft totot TOft ft 1ft p^nfftr p? 

P7FT aft? TOT^ TjpftTOftfft? ft? WR TOPfcT ftft? PTfft? I ft?aTT7ft^ 

ftR ftr^fftro ft? TOP=pft ft H^e4) ft ftftrp ft ftp? ^TOtwfrfar? ft 
TOT ftft^? ft? fft tsp) ft TOtfrT, fftfrft? To gft TOT ftTOP 9 pft 
2009 ft aprft to tot M€? ^ pitero ft? ft 4t, pb ^ftr?r p# totp fft 

PBT PB d?c / ETOT ftpP 1? fft atlHdl^ P7 ‘v5TO? T TTOf3f? cPT PB 
arfTkBlPTtfft^TMftftft ftp? TOFT B?ft PTfft? I 
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W 43/- yfnc-i 3>t % fen? ^MlcT) ?>T <jRdlc| ^rhPj^ RpR ^ 

£JT^t % R?TR *Rh?[ % feT# fcRT TO Rf 3ftR TOTO 4 3TFTtf^T RRffil 
3 r>. 43/- ^fcT eF nrmftcf <r rr rPir 4> ftm rj 4 mt 
4 I r? erh 44 4Pr % fk > 3to4r rr 4 ^r c^t 

f^T t I 2005 % RRJTO RPfcftfcft cf4 *TR 2.17.4 R l to»!U | toet 
4", TO? 3fftTN RR m^\{ Rf SRTftR ^R R?R? ^r 4 <ffl 3#cfvR RRH 
^4 t i W, TOf 3miR RR ^ 43/- #T FR cfft FR efTX <J>r4 <J5T 

44fr£t 3>'3M 3pj4tf4d ^TTcTT t I 4t4t4 4 % RtTFoH 3TRW? 

?t4 ^4 fcTf^r 4, TO*} ^ FF cTT 7 ^ ftRTT ^THT, RTfcfrRR FRT 3TftR|fad 

^R % cTT^foR mt <f4 RRrff f¥4 TO voTTfr ^ff STJHxT fW vjTTc!T 
t I hP u IH<-c|^m, h 141<4 ^4 RS ^PtfVdd cFRFT RT%R cjft PfRft 4t ^M4> 

5RT, R7TOT RTOH 3TRTR Ft4 <*4 f4f4 4 RTfimR fRT 3T^Rjf%RT 4* l )fad 

^R RT^ 3r 4 ^4 RRT^t f4f4 TO, RFf4ld wff % f^P? ^ 43 /. ^ 4 

^4 ^R RR ^4 ^ ftfoTR ^4, ^44 ^4 Ft TOJRTR RH l 4lfeld 

fifRTT vTRT RT%R 3?tR TOfT RR SlftRcW 5W c|4 RRl^ FRRtWRfaft RR EH 
RiRRft ^4 uTpff wf%R 1 


1 3 -1 R ft u H*RR*H, vtfr fc?R RR TOTRt ^fcT^M TO? pRRR f^RT % 3m?R ^R ^F 

Wto?R PlHPdRdd 3 I ^Pdd ^RTTI :- 


(^>) M€t 3 % ^TRH 3TR«T ^ ^ft ^ FTT 9l fafcMU | ^Rjfed 

r cf^ ?). 43/- F^s{ RTfpfT I 


{^) T M^r % "cr^HM ^RTFT % 3TWRT-II, WTf W4t HRR 4, cict^ld 2.15 % Pf4 

2.15 (^)^^TO^ryFTTO*i^2.i5 (^) 

“2.15 (^) pRft Sf^tefcbl FRT TRWPfcT FT#? 4t^f &4t % 4> fcRf ^Ri 

(!) wrf % foR 


sftRRT 3PlO> Pl'HR’lcll (4t.eR 4) 

®«re*t sfe <bi i«’Si ij 

A \ A 

ractl] 

a£t?l | 

9500-10499 

31.87 

19.00 | 

10500-11499 


20.12 

11500-12499 

35,39 

21.23 

12500 

37.26 

22.35 

12501 -13500 

39.12 

23.47 

13501-14500 



14501-15500 




4tF:- ffecRfr TORTF ^ Tp^lP'Td 4^, ^TTT Pp OTR f^TRTT TO t, RFc* 1000 
^T % feP? mm m <4<S14>^ 105% fcTO TO t 3fR ^ 1000 % fcR 3IRTR 

cR 110 % PTO TO t I 1000 % feF[ 3TFfiRT ^7, 3TRTR m 

115% W^f) H^JlPld <f)t ^ 8ft I 15500 3n4 4> fcR* ^R HP J lPld ^R4 % fcR 

vmM l tor, 9500 ^ ^ 4t4 Pftoto % feR vs^dn 
dF^tR 3TRfR <R Cf4 Rem ' 







[ jgpTiix—a^?reRTyr 
(II) 

W f^TTcT 3frf ^ ^Flt 


sfftra iftq> J>*i Pwiaaar (ift.an 4) 


fv \ l\ 

wail 

<f#tn 

n~ 5000-5999 

73.62 

44.17 

6000 

77.49 

r 46.50 

6001-7000 

81.36 

48.82 


ate mR j iR>ki vfar ft> f^rm nar t, wd 1000 an % 

fcT^ snare <re ^ 105% ftren *mr # I 7000 an 3 srnt % fcnr a? HRnftia 

are^% fen?iftftftr zcm\i ^ttM I f# pr 5000 an^nm f^rranaT % ftr? 
sS’WKR ^iyR n^tlK MftnftR aft VU*\ I 

(**) 


afton Sf^^ftraisndi (St.CT ^) 

^^K&n*EEI^nS£E2BMi 

i\ \ tr 

rqqVil 


2750-3749 

’ 117.86 

70.72 

3750 

124.06 

74.44 

3751-4750 

130.26 

78.16 


ftte ^ Mftnfi l fl areft %g ^FfT ft? ftaTFTT n^T t, TOet 1000 an % 

f^3rm^^t^T^105%ft^T 7 RT| I 4750 an ^ 3 TPt % foR <R Mftnftld areft % 
fen? # a£t ftft sronrf ^rrM l 5 # sra>re 2750 an ^ a?n fasnandr ftm ^cr nr, 
snare aR a^^re a^iare wftnftid aft i 

nfa^T- 

(i) yftlftd aft Mldahi afftm fa^!<ddl aft n^areft an - ^ PlHI^HN t :- 

eTKT eU^f nf / \?rll^l n^ ^oT aRT 

.X 24 Vt 

^TtTT ydid*i % Siren ^ ^ u (cll cR? leRI n^l J<H RTnn 

(ii) %f 4 / ^ wft % oRR / vSRT^ % 3 n^T ^ OTaft da> sfofcR aft Middle 
affcR pTOlddR % aij'HH ftR ftRRT W aft 'H^fad a?, cTF^ / 'JrTT^ n^ cpFlf aft 

nrar % ftny nan SH^Vi-qrateft ^ q<jcfl % ftp? xpft l 

(iii) aft TTxn^fr ft># TjxRH# m jfr^Rei are<ft t at 

ftR aft nftftn Hlddli Piw-fl^'fcil efl^4)cR gM R<ni4 aft ns? HI -31 % 3 TRR 

Xjftftna aft vdll^Tl I 


23 
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(iv) jftr ft W ft ftt <3R|ft 3fT RHf, R? W ftteT ft yqmi ft, 

Hftftrcr rt ft*r ft arrft ft ^fft w Rift / R?rft 

RJ «&J*iJ ftt W ftt ft cfaR vjft ftR % RTO ft ftft ft fftTTfftcT RP? ftft 

ftft t m j ] RoT ftt 24 ft TJ^TT 3Rft fftR RPJ I 

(v) *rfe ^jwrftt ft y^RHH ft wm* ft ftft ft arfo<f> w wro an rpj frmft 

foPJ s-q^+i^ Rt ^3rR3Tft ^ fIRTR RT ^fft, eft ftfa -3 ftn % RReH ft c^ToT ftt 

WR Rftt WI ft^T ftt ’H^d ^ UW ftt Rhjftt i ft ftft ft W WI ft fePJ ft 7 ! 
% RReH ft RT^ *TC viM^qn uftR 7 ! ft (q-cfK Rft fftR RTC[R l ftt? ftn 4 
fftftt ftft RRR ft Wl4t RTeft t fcftift fe^ W# ^xWlft t, eft ftt ftll? 

^ ft RTTfft | ^TRfr % WT wft % ft^RT RW / 3cRT^ STSfloTft ft'^Hft 
RfWft ftt ft?T ft £R[ ft*!R ftcT ft*W?cTT fftftt ft HR#TcT fft? Rfft ftt 

3TTOWm t | 


(vi) ft ^sTRft % <t>K u i 3T RR 3 RTft % 4m u > 3ft fte! ftt WWelfftT q^di 

arrow ft rrtt I ft ^1,00.000 (w errer Rift nrft ft ai*} ft rtc-rtc, ftcr 
^ ft W fte! ftt WeiRlRd wft % W ft 3R}ft Rftft | ^ 

JW>K q^tjel WenRRR 3jFTR fte! % ftt qift^T ftfR vSTT^t v5T?fe 3fsfe^ 
^Tftr-wr siKT arn^ TO ^St I 


(vii) 



nrR ^IRT ^T fVk arPcR 3ft? 41£Wl>Jt ftR I 


13.2 ^ cro} ^ ^t w ^ t, 3m m ^ ^ WcT % Tt fH 

sn^T^tarl^xHi l5f^T%T^^ w^t #tl aft? #^r w w^t^tft I 

13.3 TTpf^ftW gm 7.2 ^ 3T^TR, fH yff^^i ^RT fft? itR ^ fcR 

arjftfer ^ ^ t aft? rpr rrpt ^ranf / ^r? h^r % fcR, 1^# wztm ^r 

vie^a to, Wl WT ft c^ ftft I RPfeflWt "aft E?m 7.3 % 3(^HR f MrR SHtWR 
rowT ^ wr ft w arrow W ^Tf ^ fe ftm Wctr Wfet 

vix^cTH ro ft 3^4) cjft I 

13.4 ftftft ^t 2?f gPrf^Tcr ^T ft^T fel WRfT t ^ fiffftt Wcf^‘ 3 <3W 

^IcH 3TRR ftft <ft 3RRT-3RR fel^rft ft ^ rflW gT?T ^ % &RRTO 

Wft firfe W HfftcRT Wit %1cR^). 43/- 5lcf^T’<ft cTOt ft ^ ^ fteT Wn f! m 

^4 wnftfem ftRT Rift afR OTft ^ sifcrfft^ wftw#ftt <m wftt 

Rift l ftftft Rt iftR rrt i f^ n? f^rftgR ft 3 nftftt ft ftfcrc r^mich eiifeiR 
l 


THt RT^, ar^T^T 
[fft?m III/4/143/09-aTOT.] 



[*JPTHI—T^rg-4] 


WrT W TT2fq^ : 3HM&IUU1 


irr Rm A 9T^?r &fr sr^n sht 100 ^ 4Toft »forT$B srf* wftn fen* 

^7 ?R gR% ^ efFTcT 

3>. 7p?» wft feTCf c*T3 4 

M# JR ftr. 6 amvam'* 2008 335 *^nfeftWl wBra*n sren*foq*i wif ' 

4H & in«m 3 ifrtfl iRiJcT fe*T * Wi! TO, uft 
*n 1 1 tf, (*gg£ifaf vnii 

nltfVfc) S 


(V) WCH'ff 

(W) q>k<iHI, TW?, 


2963.70 



SBT9F?rH^ 



600 I H) 


(30,000 TOfa y\$z) 
®) ^)<IcJI, VrCR, 

*#F3T sarrfe =10000 
cT»? I f«H 


*> 2660.70 crra W\ 425.71 
16% 



12500 ^ ; (24 
* 70% 

vi'WlfW 31^B) 

744 


4000 




■m-tDEfcMSUM 1 

30.00 







30 * efT[ 

11.31 % 

339.30 


(T J *£<*?? 


( 


(t?) 3H? tJHI 

30 * <ffl 5% 

150.00 






^5 2963.70 ara 
1% 

29.64 

a 2963.70 cfra 
<f>T 10.34% 

306.45 



7iP? 

*5 2963.70 «ira * 
5% 



^ 1106.60 cira 
2.97 ?ra <B 



F1St!MBR?EPti<y*ti.’gi7ai?Psr^ 


■^ol cTFRf + SHd <?fW ^fff *1 
<rl *11*^1 441 ^ (c4i^a 


MEoM 


l y. V m ^TB 


B| 


my. m 



1426000 

89200 


1106.60 

1106.60 


77.49 

;Hw£3 

>160% 

46.50 

74..44 | 
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TARIFF AUTHORITY FOR MAJOR PORTS 
NOTIFICATION 

Mumbai, the 8th January, 2010 

No. TAMP/54/2007-PPT. —In exercise of the powers conferred under Section 48 of the Major 
Port Trust Act, 1963 (38 of 1963), the Tariff Authority for Major Ports hereby disposes of the proposal 
of the Paradip Port Trust for fixation of tariff for the use of Harbour Mobile Cranes as in the Order 
appended hereto. 


Tariff Authority for IVlajor Ports 

Case No. TAM P/54/2007-PPT 


The Paradip Port Trust - - - - Applicant 

ORDER 

(Passed on this 30 w day of December 2009) 

This case relates to a proposal received from the Paradip Port Trust (PPT) for 
fixation of tariff for use of Harbour Mobile Crane (HMC) installed at the PPT. 

2.1. The PPT under cover of its letter dated 14 September 2007 forwarded to us a 

copy of the ABG Heavy Industries Limited (ABGHIL) proposal dated 2 August 2007 addressed to 
the PPT for fixation of tariff for the use of HMC at the PPT. The main points contained in the 
proposal are summarized below: 


(i). 


(ii). 


PPT has entered into a License Agreement (LA) on 12 February 2007 with 
ABGHIL for installation, operation and maintenance of one HMC inside the PPT 
for providing service to users for handling of all types of dry bulk cargo, mainly 
coking coal and other bulk materials like limestone, hard coke and chromite, 
general cargo, scrap and containers etc., for a period of 5 years, renewable for 
periods of 5 years at a time thereafter. 

The throughput estimated for the period of five years from 2007*08 to 2011-12 are 
as given in the following table: 


(Figure in lakhs) 


Si. 

No. 

Particulars 

Year 1 

2007-08 

2008-09 

2009-10 

2010-11 

2011-12 

1 

Coal 

1.75 

6.00 

6.60 

7.26 

7.99 

2. 

Container 

0.90 

1.80 

2.70 

3.60 

5.40 


Container (nos) 

5000 

10,000 

15,000 

20,000 

30,000 

3. 

Others 

0.35 

0.70 

0.77 

0.85 

0.93 


Total traffic in tonnes 

3.00 

8.50 

10.77 

11.71 

14.32 


(iii). The details of the capital cost are as given below: 


(a). 

Cost of one number used HMC with a maximum 

(Rs. in Lakhs) 

lifting capacity of 104 tonnes 

1547.19 

(b). 

One time up-front premium paid to the PPT 

121.00 


Total capita! cost 

1668.19 


(iv). The details of the estimated operating cost are as given in the following table: 


(Figure in lakhs) 


SI. 

No. 

Operating Cost 

Year j 

2007-08 

2008-09 



2011-12 

1 

Staff Salary 
(Operations) 




l 



(a), one supervisor 
manager 

2.10 

4.41 

4.63 

4.86 

5.11 


(b). 4 operators 

4.80 

10.08 


11.11 

11.67 


(c). 4 Tally 
clefts 

3.60 

7.56 

7.94 

8:33 

8.75 
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SI. 

No. 

Operating Cost 

Year I 

2007-08 

2008-09 

2009-10 

2010-11 

2011-12 

2. 

Staff Salary 
(Maintenance) 

3 Technicians 

3.60 

7.56 

7.94 

8.33 

8.75 

3. 

Staff Welfare 

2.10 

4.41 

4.63 

4.86 

5.11 

4. 

Fuel & Lubricant 

14.40 

42.24 

56.92 

74.46 

104.15 

5. 

Repairs & Maintenance 

50.05 

52.55 

55.18 

57.93 

60.83 

6. 

Insurance 

16.68 

16.68 

16.68 

11.68 

11.68 

7. 

Office Expenditure 







(a). Staff 

6.00 

12.60 

13.23 

13.89 

14.59 


(b). Other 

6.00 

1260 

13.23 

, 13.89 

14.59 

8. 

Land Rentals (150 Sq. 
mtrs) 

0.38 

0.80 

0.84 

0.88 

0.92 

9. 

Business PmmotBn 

5.00 

10.00 

” 10.00 1 

10.00 

10.00 

10. 

Revenue! Share (Rate 
per tonne) 

30.00 

65.00 

i 100.70 

117.07 

! 143.18 


Total 

! 151.75 

184.86 

! 206.09 

223.43 

I 259.20 


(v) . The ABGHiL has proposed the following rates: 

(a) . Rs 64 per Metric Tonne (MT) for the use of HMC by users for handling of 

ail types of dry-bulk cargo, general cargo, scrap etc., 

(b) . Rs. 1000 per container assuming average container weight of 18 MT. 

(vi) . Based on the projected operating income, operating cost and maximum 

permissible Return on Capital Employed (ROCE), the ABGHIL has projected 
deficit financial position for three years period from 2007-08 to 2009-10 as shown 
below: 



Rs. in Lakhs) 

Year ending 

2007-08 

2008-09 

2009-10 

Operating Income 

184 

529 

622 

Operating Expenditure 

133 

241 

276 

Depreciation 

334 

334 

334 

Overhead 

12 

25 

26 

ROCE 

232 

182 

130 

Deficit 

_(294) 

_(Zl)_ 

_Oi)_ 

Average 

(119%) 1 


(There appears to be some mistake in arriving at the deficit for the years 2007-08 
to 2009-10). 

2.2. The PPT has stated that the ceiling rate for handling cargo through HMC should 

be fixed at Rs.43/- per tonne. The calculations furnished by PPT to derive the rate of Rs.43/- per 
tonne are shown in the following table, after rectifying minor errors found in the calculations of 
capital employed: 


(Rs In Lakhs) 


Particulars 

2007-08 

2008-09 

2009-10 

2010-11 


Total 

Traffic {in lakh MT) 



10.07 

11.71 

14.32 

47.60 

Capacity of Crane (in lakh MT) 

270.00 

270.00 

270.00 

270.00 

270.00 

- 

Capacity utilisation 



3,73% 

4.34% 

5,30% 

■ 

Income 

184.40 

528.80 

621.68 

719.04 

870.88 


Expenditure (including 

Depreciation & Overheads) 

256.33 

377.33 

413.33 

448.56 

510.48 

2006.03 

Operating Surplus 

-71.93 

151.47 



360.40 


Capital Employed 




1364.76 

1253.45 

7346.46 

Return on Capital Employed 
@ 16% i 

267.37 

252.97 

236.17 

218.36 

201.03 1 

1175.90 

ROCE Adjusted for capacity 
utilisation 

2.97 

7.97 

8.81 

9.47 

10.66 

39,88 

Amount to be recovered from 
the Crane (Expenditure + 
Adjusted ROCE) 

259.30 

385.30 

422.14 

458.03 


2045.91 


Thus, 

Total amount recoverable from the users = Rs.2Q45.9l = Rs.43.00 per MT 

Total traffic handled 47.60 lakh MT 
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3.1. Section 42(4) of the Major Port Trusts Act, 1963 read with Section 48 requires 

rates to be notified by this Authority in respect of identified services provided by persons 
authorised under Section 42(3). It was not explained by PPT whether the arrangement between 
the PPT and ABGHIL is covered under Section 42(3) of the Act. 

In cases where authorization arrangement under Section 42(3) is other than by 
way of BOT Concession Agreement, Clause 7.2. of the tariff guidelines of March 2005 requires this 
Authority to fix ceiling rates for such services to be applied commonly at the concerned ports 
without reference to individual service providers. If the arrangement between PPT and ABGHIL is 
other than by way of BOT arrangement, the proposal in reference forwarded by PPT may require 
modifications in line with Clause 7.2. of the tariff guidelines. 


3.2. When the above mentioned position was referred to PPT for clarification vide our 

letter dated 4 October 2007 followed by reminder dated 8 January 2008, the PPT responded vide 
its letter dated 19 February 2008 as follows: 


(i) . The arrangement between PPT and ABGHIL is not under Section 42(3) or Section 

42(4) of the MPT Act, 1963. The arrangement is by way of a license issued to 
ABGHIL by the Port for a period of five years to install, operate and maintain a 
MHC for use of stevedores/ Importers/ Exporters on hire for discharge/ loading of 
cargo from/ to vessels. 

(ii) . Two more cranes are proposed to be installed at the port for the same purpose. It 

is necessary to fix a ceiling rate in respect of similar or other types of cranes to be 
placed by the private parties for the purpose. 


(iii). The proposal may be treated as governed by clause 7.2 of the tariff guidelines of 
TAMP, though strictly it is not within the ambit and scope of such clause. 

4.1. In accordance with the consultative procedure prescribed, the proposal from the 
PPT was forwarded to the concerned user organisations for their comments. 

4.2. The comments received from the concerned user organizations were forwarded to 
PPT as feed back information. The PPT has responded to the comments furnished by the users 
on its proposal. 


5.1 On a preliminary scrutiny of the proposal, the PPT was requested to furnish 

additional information / clarification on the proposal in reference. The PPT vide its letter dated 20 
June 2008 responded. The queries raised by us and the response of PPT are tabulated below: 


1 Sr 

I No. 

Queries raised by us 

Response of 

■ 

A copy of the Concession agreement 
entered into between the port & 
ABGHIL. 

PPT has furnished the copy of the 
Concession agreement dated 

12.02.2007 entered into between the 
PPT & ABGHIL 

■ 

PPT to clarify whether the port has 
introduced any adhoc arrangement 
for the HMC in terms of clause 2.17.1 
to 2.17.4 of the revised tariff 
guidelines. 

The port has fixed an adhoc rate of 
Rs.43/- per tonne as per clause 2.17.1 to 
2.17.4 of the revised tariff guidelines. 

3 

PPT to furnish the rated capacity of 
the HMC with detailed workings. 

The rated capacity is reworked at 3 
million tonnes per annum, in the 
following manner: 

25 cycles x 20 Tonnes x 20 hours x 300 
days = 30,00,000 MT per annum. 

4 

27 million tonnes of traffic per annum 
is considered by PPT as base for 
calculation of capacity of one HMC. 
PPT to verify the calculation and 
confirm the capacity of HMC. 

3 million tonnes of traffic per annum has 
been considered by port as basis for 
arriving at the ceiling rate. 


i i 
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5 

PPT has arrived at the per tonne rate 
based on the expenditure estimate on 
the estimated cargo provided by 
ABGHIL. The ceiling rate per tonne 
should be fixed without reference to 
any individual service provider. The 
rated capacity of HMC and not traffic 
handled by one operator may be 
relevant to derive rate. The cost 
statement furnished by PPT to be 
modified suitably adjusting the 
estimated expenditure for the rated 
capacity. 

Rate per tonne is arrived on the basis of 
expenditure and traffic projections 
furnished by ABGHIL. 

6 

The basis for estimating expenditure 
under the head ‘others’ under office 
expenditure to be explained. 

The expenditure under the head ‘others’ 
is taken as furnished by ABGHIL 

7 

The PPT may explain the basis for 
considering an amount of Rs.10 lakhs 
per annum in the cost computation for 
arriving at the proposed levy. 

An amount of Rs.10 lakhs per annum is 
included in the cost computation as per 
figures furnished by ABGHIL. 

8 

An amount of Rs.10 per tonne is 
considered as revenue share in the 
cost computation for arriving at the 
proposed levy. The treatment of 
royalty should be in line with clause 
2.8.1 of the revised tariff guidelines. 


9 

Basis and breakup of Overheads to 
be explained. 

Basis and breakup of Overheads is in 
line with the figures submitted by 
ABGHIL. 


5.2. PPT has confirmed that it has fixed an ad-hoc rate of Rs. 43 per tonne as per 

Clause 2.17.1. to 2.17.4. of the tariff guidelines of March 2005. The PPT has worked out the ad- 
hoc rate on the basis of expenditure and traffic projections furnished by ABGHIL. Further, no 
documentary proof to show the consent of the relevant users for the ad-hoc rate was furnished by 
the port. To a query in this regard the PPT has furnished the following clarification: 

(i) . The ad-hoc rate of Rs. 43 per tonne was derived on the basis of the cost details 

furnished by ABGHIL. Since the tariff for the comparable services is not available, 
at the port, the gomparable services in the nearby ports were taken into account. 
It was ascertained that at Vizag Sea Port and New Mangalore Port the tariff for 
similar services is continuing at Rs. 64 per tonne. 

(ii) . With regard to the consent of relevant users on the ad-hoc rate, the HMC operator 

at the PPT was a part of the proposal for comprehensive revision of the Scale of 
Rates of PPT and was discussed with the port users in the meeting held on 29 
July 2005. However, the relevant Clause of the Scale of Rates was dropped after 
discussion with TAMP. Even though no further meeting was held with the port 
users in this regard to obtain their views, the ad-hoc rate was fixed by the Board of 
Trustees of the PPT in their meeting held on 7 November 2007, in which the 
representatives of the Utkat Chamber of Commerce & Industry and Paradip Port 
Stevedores Association were present and participated in the discussion. 


6.1. A joint hearing in this case was held on 20 June 2008 at the PPT premises. The 

CHPT and the concerned users have made their submissions. 


6.2. The ABGHIL vide its letter dated 25 June 2008 reiterated its points made at the 

joint hearing and added that cost of diesel has gone up by almost 25% since the proposal for 
fixation of tariff was filed by PPT and requested to consider the increased price of fuel and provide 
an in-built mechanism for future escalation in fuel. 












30 


THE GAZETTE OF INDIA: EXTRAORDINARY [Part HI—Sf£. 4] 

■■ ■ ■ — ■ » ■ — ■ ■ ■ r ■■■■ ■' — m— : T . ! mV , , .. .. , , , , .^,.7! 

6.3. The exercise in hand is to prescribe ceiling tariff for a HMC without reference to 

individual operators. There is no clarity in the proposal of PPT as it is solely based on the working 
of the HMC of ABGHIL. The PPT admitted in the joint hearing that it has granted licenses for two 
more cranes which will be different from the existing crane of ABGHIL. When this discrepancy 
was pointed out at the joint hearing, the PPT agreed to revise its proposal based on the different 
levels of capacity and taking into consideration the estimated average allocation of traffic to 
different cranes. 

7.1. After reminders, the PPT vide its letter dated 5 November 2008 stated that it has 

submitted its revised proposal under cover of its letter dated 22 August 2008. In the revised 
proposal, the PPT had only modified the capacity of the HMC from 3 Million tonnes to 2 Million 
Tonnes. The cost statement furnished by the PPT under cover of its letter dated 22 August 2008 
shows that the PPT has not revised the proposal based on the different levels of capacity and 
estimated average allocation of traffic to different Cranes. Bringing out this position, the PPT was 
again requested to file its revised proposal. After a couple of reminders, the PPT vide its letter 
dated 7 May 2009 responded. The main points made by PPT are summarized below: 

(i). PPT has installed three HMCs in three different berths inside the harbour, 
commissioned by ABG Infralogistics Ltd. (ABGIL), Jindal Steel and Power Limited 
(JSPL) and Chennai Radha Engineering Works (CREW) as per the details given 
below: 


Particulars 

ABGIL 

JSPL 

CREW 

Location 

CQ-IN 

CQ-II 

EQ-III 

Procurement cost 

Rs.16.68 

crores 

Rs.37.32 

Crores 

Rs 25 13 Crores 

Crane capacity 

140 ton 

100-140 ton 

80-100 ton 

Cargo handling capacity 

2 Million tones 

2 Million tonnes 

1.5 Million tonnes 

Allocation of traffic 

2 Million tones 

2 Million tonnes 

1.5 Million tonnes 

Grab capacity 

35 CBM 

41 CBM 

30 CBM 

License fee to port 

Rs.10/- per ton 

Rs.30/- per ton 

Rs.32.60 per ton 

Up-front fee to port 

Rs.1.20 crores 

Rs.6.0 crores 

Nil 

Procurement year 

8/2007 

3/2009 

3/2009 

Period of License 

12.2.2007 to 

21.3.2009 to 

26.2.2009 to 

Agreement (5 years) 

11.2.2012 

20.3.2014 

25.2.1014 


(ii). (a). JSPL and CREW filed their cost sheets according to which the rates for 

operation of the cranes stood at Rs. 124.50 and Rs. 121.83 per tonne 
respectively. Subsequently, the parties revised the rates to Rs. 105.72 
and Rs.88.22 respectively. After examination of cost statements of the 
parties, PPT has ascertained the rates as under: 

(i) . JSPL 140 ton capacity - Rs.64.22 per ton 

(ii) . CREW 100 ton capacity - Rs.69.65 per ton 

(The PPT has adjusted upwards the traffic estimation made by JSPL and 
CREW and adjusted downwards some items of estimated operating 
expenditure in respect of JSPL which has resulted in the port proposing 
lower rates than the rates proposed by the concerned parties). 

(b). As already conveyed, the rate for ABGIL 140 ton capacity crane is Rs.43 
per tonne. 
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(c). The PPT prepared the cost sheets on the basis of the information 
furnished by JSPL and CREW and the rates for the cranes commissioned 
by them have been converted into a performance linked tariff as per 
details shown below: 


JSP 

L 

CREW 

Remarks 

Average 
Output / day 

Rate/ 

tonne 

Average 
Output / day 

Rate / 
tonne 

Penalty / 
Reward 

Upto 15000 
tonne 

Rs.64.00 

Upto 10,000 
tonne 

Rs.69.00* 

Base rate 

Above 

15,001 tonne 

Rs.67.00 

Above 10,001 
tonne 

Rs.72.00 

5% Reward 

Less than 
12,000 tonne 

Rs.61.00 

Less than 

8,000 tonne 

Rs.66.00 

5% Penalty 


*(The PPT has shown the base rate as Rs. 12/- which does not appear to 
be correct as seen from the cost statement. The rate of Rs.69 is shown 
above, to correctly reflect the cost statement position.) 

(iii) . The HMCs are occasionally required to handle containers, heavy lift steel, project 

cargo, etc., on demand from the users. Since no rate is available for levy Board of 
Trustees have approved a rate of Rs.1000/- per tonne ad-hoc tariff in their 
meeting held on 7 November 2007 for handling such cargo. 

(iv) . The ad-hoc rates fixed by the PPT are as per Clause 2.17.1 to 2.17.4. of the tariff 

guidelines of March 2005. 

7.2. The PPT has forwarded a copy of the Minutes of the meeting it held with the users 
on 28 April 2009 on fixation of tariff for use of HMC’s by the JSPL and CREW vide its letter dated 9 
May 2009. Generally, the users have stated that the rates for all the three cranes should be 
similar. 

7.3. The ABGHIL vide its letter dated 12 May 2009 inviting a reference to the fixation 
of rates for the HMC commissioned by the JSPL and CREW has stated that the PPT has approved 
higher rates for HMCs commissioned by the JSPL and CREW in comparison to the ad hoc rate 
recommended by PPT for the HMC installed by ABGHIL. The ABGHIL has further stated that the 
PPT has recommended higher ad hoc rates in violation of the indication given at the joint hearing 
that all HMCs operating at PPT would be allowed to levy the same rate. The ABGHIL has 
requested to ensure that same tariff is fixed for all HMCs at the PPT. 

8.1. The revised proposal of the PPT filed after the joint hearing is to fix operator-wise 
tariff for HMCs of the crane suppliers. The exercise is to fix ceiling rates for use of HMC at the 
PPT without reference to individual operators. The PPT was, therefore, again advised to review 
the proposal and propose ceiling rates based on the different levels of performance bearing in 
mind estimated average allocation of tariff to different cranes. It was made clear to PPT that this 
Authority will not be in a position to consider operator-wise rates even as an interim measure. 

8.2. (a). The PPT vide its letter dated 19 June 2009 submitted a revised proposal in place 

of earlier proposals submitted by it vide its letter dated 14 May 2007, 22 August 
2008 and 7 May 2009. The main points made by PPT are summarized below: 

(i). The rates for all HMCs installed at the PPT are proposed to be 
determined on the basis of the performance of individual crane. 
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(ii). The earlier rates proposed to TAMP on the basis of cost details furnished 
by various crane operators have been taken into account to work out the 
rates. The PPT has proposed performance linked tariff for various cranes 
at the PPT as given in the following table: 


SI. 

No. 

Average daily crane performance in MT 

Rate per tonne 

1 . 

UPtO 7000 MT 

Rs. 40.00 

2. 

7001 to 8000 MT 

Rs 45.00 

3. 

8001 to 10,000 MT 

Rs. 50.00 

4. 

10001 to 12000 MT 

Rs. 60.00 

5. 

12001 to 14000 MT 

Rs. 65.00 

6. 

Above 14000 MT 

Rs. 70.00 


(b). The PPT has also proposed conditionalities governing the application of rates. 

9.1. The PPT vide its letters dated 6 August 2009 and 17 August 2009 has further 

revised the above proposal, the summary of which is given below: 

(i) . Considering annual capacity at 24.00 lakh tonnes for a crane of 100 tonne capacity and 

taking into account the Annual Revenue Requirement (estimated operating cost and 
Return on Capital Employed) of Rs. 12.07 Crores, the port has proposed a rate of Rs. 50 
per tonne for 7000 tonnes average output per day. 

(ii) . The port has proposed performance linked rate as given in the following table applicable 

for all types / capacity of HMCs: 


Performance per day (in Metric Tonne) 

Rate per tonne (in Rs.) 

Upto 6000 . 

40 

6001-7000 

45 

7001-8000 

50 

8001-9000 

55 

9001-10000 

60 

10001-11000 

65 

11001 and above 

70 


(iv) . The formula for calculation of average berth-day out put is as follows: 

Total Quantity loaded / unloaded by HMC 

- x 24 hrs 

Total time taken from vessel commencement to completion 

(v) . The other terms and conditions proposed by PPT are as follows: 

(a) . If one HMC works with another HMC or ELL crane/s, the Berth-day output for the 

crane will be ascertained on the basis of the quantity as recorded by the HMCs 
load meter. 

(b) . In case of longer crane breakdowns, the quantity handled by HMC will be 

determined taking into account cargo loaded / discharged prior to break-down 
divided by crane working hours and multiplied by 24. 

(c) . In case of stoppages of operation of HMC for more than two hours of a stretch for 

reasons not attributable to the HMC, appropriate allowance will be allowed to the 
crane while calculating the total time of crane operation in the vessel. Stoppages 
of HMC for less than 2 hours will not be taken into consideration for the above 
purpose. No allowance will be allowed for stoppages attributable to the HMC. All 
stoppages in loading / unloading operations during working of HMC are required 
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to be certified by the Stevedore of the vessel in the daily vessel performance 
report. 

(d). According to the average berth-day output for the vessel from commencement to 
completion of loading / discharge of cargo, the appropriate rate of crane hire 
charge will be chosen for recovery from port users for the full quantity of cargo 
loaded / discharged. 


(e) . In case of shifting of a vessel on account of breakdown / non-performance of 

HMC, the shifting charges of the vessel from port to anchorage will be recovered 
from the crane operator in addition to a’penalty of Rs. 1,00,000/- (Rupees one 
lakh only). The shifting charges so recovered will be refunded to the vessel’s 
agent while the penalty will remain with the port. 

(f) . The performance linked tariff for HMC indicated above is for all types of dry bulk 

cargo. In case, the crane is engaged for loading / unloading containers, heavy 
lifts, steel materials, project cargo etc. the grab is required to be removed and re¬ 
fixed. As such, the users will have to pay hourly rate from the time of removal of 
grab for hook operation @ Rs. 30,000/- per hour as calculated above. 


(g). In case of dispute on the average output, the decision of port trust will be final and 
binding. 

9.2. Apart from seeking approval for the above proposed performance linked tariff, the 

PPT has requested to accord approval for recovery of operator-wise interim tariff proposed by it 
earlier in September 2007 and May 2009. 


10. This Authority decided to seek further additional information / clarifications from 

the PPT. Accordingly, the PPT was requested to furnish further additional information / 
clarifications vide our letter dated 29 October 2009. After a reminder, the PPT vide its letter dated 
10 November 2009 has responded. The additional information / clarifications sought by us and the 
response of PPT thereupon are tabulated below: 


Sr. 


Additional Information / 


Response of PPT thereon 


No. clarifications sought by us 
(i). PPT to furnish details of annual 
throughput of cargo handled by 
each of the HMC since their, 
commissioning at the PPT till 
September 2009 


(ii). 


PPT to furnish the break-up 
commodities handled 
tonnage basis. 


of 

on 


Annaul throughput of cargo handled by each 


ABG Heavy Industries 


Work commenced on 17.11.2007 


2007-08 

IHH1 


2008-09 

1,828,884 


2009-10 

137,269 

! 



Chennai Radha Engineering Works 


Work commenced on 15.04.2009 


2007-08 

0 


1 |i|i| ffi| HHMI 

0 
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Jindal Steel & Power 


Work commenced on 23.04.2009 


2007-08 



2008-09 

0_ 1 


2009-10 

DHHHII 


Break up of the commodities handled 


ABG Heavy Industries 

Cargo 

I 2007-08 ! 

2008-09 

2009-10 

Coal 

EMI 

929,820 

107,142 




8,224 


133 ? 
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(iii). PPT to furnish the performance 
levels achieved under each 
category of cargo in tonnage per 
day. 


Cement 

Clinker 


Lam Coke 


105 

53,250 


208 


661 


15,475 


36,917 


Manganese 25,225 
Ore 


Chennai Radha Engineering Works & Jindal 
Steel & Power 


2009-10 


Cargo Chennai Jindtal Steel & 

Radha Power 

Engineering _ 

250686 328,544 


Iron Ore _ 317803 _ 381,013 

Cement 113344 233,246 

Clinker 


Coal 


Project 

cargo 

Chrome 

Ore _ 

Lam Coke 


Lime Stone 


Sweet 

Sand 


Manganese 

Ore 


Total 


2813 


50338 




12,530 


42,356 


789,870 


29,177 


1,525 


35,278 


1,008,783 


Date of Commencement 17.11.2007 


Coal 

12,651 

Iron Ore 

16,554 

Lime 

Stone 

16,562 

Cement j 
Clinker 

- 


Chennai Radha Engineering Works 
Date of Commencement 15.04.2009 


imssm 

2009-10 


Coal 

10055 

Iron Ore 

8691 


Lime 

Stone 

- 


Cement 

Clinker 

5698 


! 
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(iv). 


The exercise in hand is to fix 
ceiling rates of use of HMC at 
the PPT without reference to 
individual operator. This position 
was communicated to the PPT 
way back in June 2008 vide our 
letter dated 17 June 2008, which 
was also made clear to PPT at 
the joint hearing held on 20 June 

2008. This position was 
reiterated vide our letters dated 
12 January 2009, 6 May 2009 
and 18 June 2009. The PPT 
was also requested vide our 
letter dated 18 June 2009, inter 
alia, not to consider operator- 
wise rates even as an interim 
measure. With reference to the 
port’s letter dated 6 August 

2009, the PPT to explain why it 
has not taken into account the 
earlier advice rendered by the 
Authority in this regard. The 
PPT to note that the Authority 
will not approve or ratify 
operator-wise rates in this case. 


Jindal Steel & Power 

Date ol 

Commencement 23.04.2009 

Cargo 

2009-10 

Coal 

11789 

Iron Ore 

11567 

Lime 

Stone 

12451 

Cement 

Clinker 

11319 


(i) . The port installed three Mobile Harbour Cranes 
from three different suppliers on different dates, 
terms and conditions. 

(ii) . The capacity of the cranes is also different. ABG 
Crane is 140 MT capacity, JSPL crane is 100 MT 
capacity and Chennai Radha Crane is of 80 MT 
capacity. 

(iii) . ABG Crane was commissioned during February 
2007, Chennai Radha in February 2009 and JSPL in 
April 2009. 

(iv) . While the ABG crane was an used one, the 
Chennai Radha & JSPL cranes are new cranes. 
The procurement price of these cranes varies widely. 
As per their declaration ABG crane was procured at 
Rs. 16.68 Crores, JSPL at Rs. 37.32 Crores, 
Chennai Radha at Rs. 25.13 Crores. 

(v) . The user fee being paid by these operators to 
the port as per the conditions of the tenders is also 
different. ABG pays an user fee of Rs. 10.00 per 
tonne to the port, Chennai Radha Rs. 32.60 per 
tonne and JSPL Rs. 30.00 per tonne. 

(vi) . ABG paid to the port Rs. 1.20 Crores towards 
upfront premium and JSPL Rs. 6 Crores. Chennai 
Radha had not paid any upfront premium to the port. 

(vii) . The grabs engaged by the cranes for discharge/ 
loading of cargo also vary widely. ABG has a 35 cbm 
grab, Chennai Radha 30 cbm and JSPL 41 cbm 
grab. 

(viii). Port Trust submitted the proposal for approval 
of rate for ABG Mobile Harbour Crane vide letter 
dated 14.09.2007. The other two cranes were 
installed during April 2009. Had TAMP 
communicated the approval of rate for hire of Mobile 
Cranes during 2008-09, the port would have invited 
tenders for installation of other two cranes keeping 
the same in view. Since no TAMP approved rate 
was available the port had to finalise the tenders 
without notifying the upfront hire rate. 

(ix). The operator-wise rates have been approved by 
the Trust Board in the absence of an approved 
single rate from TAMP which is in accordance with 
the Clause 2.17.2 and 2.17.3 of the revised tariff 
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guidelines. 

In view of the above, the port had no alternative but 
to recover three different rates for three different 
cranes which are different to each other in several 
ways in order to safe guard the interest of the port 
users. Once a single rate is approved by TAMP 
which is linked to performance, the same will be 
implemented by the port prospectively and the 
present arrangement of charging three rates for 
three cranes will be discontinued forthwith. 


11. The proceedings relating to consultation in this case are available on records at 
the office of this Authority. An excerpt of the comments received and arguments made by the 
concerned parties will be sent separately to the relevant parties. These details will also be made 
available at our website http://tariffauthority.gov.in 

12. With reference to the totality of information collected during the processing of the 
case, the following position emerges: 

(i) . This Authority passed an Order dated 12 October 2007 disposing of the proposal 

filed by the PPT for general revision of its Scale of Rates. The PPT had then, inter 
alia, proposed a rate for granting permission to the private operators to install 
HMCs inside the port area. During the proceedings which culminated into the 
Order dated 12 October 2007, the port was requested to elaborate the necessity 
to introduce the new levy with cost details. The port subsequently informed that a 
service provider has been selected through an open tender process and he will 
install and operate the HMC and recover charges from those who would hire the 
cranes. The port, therefore, requested to treat its earlier proposal as withdrawn. 
In this backdrop, the PPT has filed a separate proposal in September 2007 for 
fixation tariff for use of HMCs inside the port area. 

(ii) . The PPT has granted licenses to some private crane operators to install, operate 

and maintain the HMC inside the port area for a period of five years from the date 
of signing of the respective license agreements to provide service to users for 
handling cargo. The PPT has followed revenue sharing model as consideration to 
grant license to the crane suppliers. The crane suppliers are authorised by the 
port to collect the crane hire charges from the users of the crane. 

(iii) . As brought out earlier, Section 42(4) of the Major Port Trusts Act, 1963 read with 

Section 48 requires this Authority to notify the rates in respect of identified 
services provided by persons authorised under Section 42(3) of the MPT Act. In 
cases where the authorization arrangement under Section 42(3) is other than by 
way of a BOT Concession Agreement, Clause 7.2. of the tariff guidelines of March 
2005 requires this Authority to fix ceiling rates for such services to be applied 
commonly at the concerned ports without reference to the individual service 
provider. The arrangement between the PPT and the Crane Operators is 
reportedly not a BOT arrangement. But, provision of cranage facility is one of the 
sen/ices listed under Section 42 of the MPT Act and, therefore, the tariff for 
providing cranage facility needs to be regulated by this Authority. This position will 
not undergo a change whether the port itself provides this service or has permitted 
a private operator to do so. This case is, therefore, taken up for prescription of 
ceiling rates for the cranage service following Clause 7.2. of the tariff guidelines of 
March 2005. Notably, the PPT has also requested to treat its proposal under 
Clause 7.2. of the tariff guidelines of March 2005. 

(iv) . The authorization arrangement for operation of the HMC at the PPT was not clear 

from the port’s proposal. The PPT was, therefore, informed that its proposal will 
be registered as a tariff case after receipt of clarification from it in this regard. The 
PPT took about 5 months time to clarify the authorization arrangement for 
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operations of the HMC at the PPT. PPT was also advised way back in March 2008 
vide our letter dated 4 March 2008 which was re-iterated vide our letter dated 18 
June 2008 that tariff in this case will be fixed without reference to any particular 
operator. It was again made clear to the PPT at the joint hearing held in June 
2008 to revise its proposal based on the different levels of capacity without 
reference to individual operators. The revised proposal submitted by PPT after 
about 11 months in May 2009, was again found to recommend operator-wise 
tariff. After it was again pointed out to PPT, the port has submitted its 2 nd revised 
proposal under cover of its letter dated 6 August 2009. That being so, the 
question of approving any upfront tariff in the year 2008-09 does not arise at all 
when the port has filed a proposal only in August 2009. 

The time taken by PPT to furnish clarification regarding the authorization 
arrangement for operation of HMC and to submit a revised proposal to fix ceiling 
rates for use of HMC without reference to individual operators has contributed to 
the delay in finalizing this case within a reasonable time frame. 

(v) . The revised proposal dated 6 August 2009 along with the modifications 

communicated by PPT vide its letter dated 17 August 2009 is considered and 
analyzed in the following paragraphs. 

(vi) . Since the revised proposal of PPT is to prescribe ceiling rates without reference to 

individual operators and also to link the rates with performance, it has formulated 
its proposal based on certain assumed norms and parameters. Clause 2 4.1. of 
the tariff guidelines of March 2005 calls for attempts to evolve normative cost of 
each component of port operations. Since separate set of norms under Clause 
2.4.1. are not evolved, the norms prescribed in the tariff guidelines of 2008 are 
relied upon to test the reasonableness of the norms adopted by the PPT. The 
fixation of tariff based on normative approach linked to performance would 
encourage an operator to bring efficiency in operations and protects the users 
from inefficient operations. 

(a). Considering the designed cycle time of 30 cycles per hour and designed 
loading rate of 20 tonnes per cycle, the PPT has estimated the capacity of 
the 100 tonne HMC at 24.00 lakh tonnes per annum for 4000 hours of 
working of the HMC in a year. The tariff guidelines of 2008 prescribe a 
norm for cargo handling at multipurpose berth at a rate of 10,000 tonnes 
per day for dry bulk cargo comprising food grains & fertilizer and coal, 
limestone, minerals etc., The output norm of 10000 tonnes per day 
prescribed in, the tariff guidelines of 2008 is with reference to operation of 
3 numbers of wharf cranes of 20 tonne capacity each. Since the exercise 
is to prescribe hire charges for a normative HMC of 100 tonne capacity, as 
proposed by the PPT, the norm prescribed in the 2008 guidelines for the 
per day handling rate needs to be adjusted suitably. 

The average daily performance of the three cranes reported by the PPT 
ranges from 5698 tonnes to 25340 tonnes per day depending on the 
category of cargo. But, it has to be recognized that these 3 crane are of 
different capacity. The exercise on hand is to be fix handling charges for 
a normative 100 tonne crane as proposed by the port. One of the three 
cranes, which is reportedly of 100 tonnes capacity has performed in the 
range of 11,319 tonnes to 12,451 tonnes per day. 

Considering the higher handling capacity of HMC as compared to the 
aggregate capacity of the wharf cranes prescribed in the 2008 guidelines, 
in the absence of any other norms available, it is reasonable to reckon a 
25% increase over the handling rate of 10000 tonnes per day prescribed 
for operation of 3 numbers of 20 Tonne ELL cranes. Accordingly, 
handling rate of 12500 tonnes per day for dry bulk cargo is considered in 
this analysis. 
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Considering 4000 hours of working in a year which is prescribed for 
estimation of fuel cost for operations of equipments in the guidelines of 
2008, the adjusted annual capacity of the HMC works out to 2.97 million 
tonnes of dry bulk which is considered in this analysis as the annual 
capacity of the HMC. Incidentally, this annual capacity level is closer to 
3.00 million TEUs conveyed by PPT earlier vide its letter dated 19 June 
2008. 

(b) . The PPT has estimated the capital cost of the HMC of 100 tonne capacity 

including two grabs at Rs. 3007.74 lakhs, which includes freight and 
duties. The estimated capital cost is supported by budgetary quotation 
obtained by PPT. The exchange rate applied by PPT for conversion of 
budgetary quotation in Euro is Rs. 67.78 is updated to Rs. 66.7875 to 
reflect the exchange rate prevailing at the time of analysis of this case. 
The Capital cost of the HMC accordingly works out to Rs2963.70 lakhs. 

(c) (i). Consumption of fuel at 70 liters per hour estimated by PPT is 

taken into account since no separate norm for fuel consumption 
by crane is available in the tariff guidelines of 2005. The unit cost 
of fuel is up-dated to Rs. 34.98 per unit prevailing at the time of 
analysis of this case, vis-e-vis Rs. 40 per unit considered by PPT. 

(ii) . The PPT has estimated repairs and maintenance cost at 5% of 

the capital cost, which is in line with the norm prescribed for 
mechanical & electrical equipment at multipurpose berths in the 
guidelines of 2008. 

(iii) . The insurance cost estimated at 1% of the gross capital cost is 

also found to be in line with the norm prescribed in the guidelines 
of 2008. 

(iv) . The depreciation cost worked out by PPT at 11.31 % of the capital 

cost of the crane is modified applying the depreciation rate of 
10.34% as per the provisions of the Companies Act, 1956. 

(v) . The PPT has not estimated License Fee for the area occupied by 

the HMC when it is not in operation. 

The tariff guidelines of 2008 stipulate the License fee to be 
considered as per the r&tes prescribed m the Scale of Rates of 
the concerned Major Port Trust The existing Scale of Rates of 
PPT prescribe License Fee at Rs. 1200 per month or part thereof 
for 100 Sq. meters for open stack yard. Since the crane will be 
operating for 4000 hours in a year license fee for the idling period 
of the year is considered at the rate prescribed in the Scale of 
Rates of PPT. 

(vi) . The PPT has estimated the other expenses at 5% of the capital 

cost of the crane. The guidelines of 2008 prescribe a norm of 5% 
of the value of the gross fixed assets for estimation of other 
expenses. The estimated other expenses is accepted, with slight 
rectification of arithmetical error found in the calculation of PPT. 

(d) . This Authority has adopted the ROCE at 16% for the tariff cases to be 

decided in the year 2009-10. The PPT has estimated the ROCE at 16% 
(Rs. 425.71 lakhs) on the written down value (Rs. 2660.70 lakhs) of the 
crane and for this purpose the written down value has been worked out by 
the port after adjusting depreciation of Rs. 339.30 lakhs for one year on 
the Gross value of crane considered at Rs. 30 Crores . 
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The estimated ROCE is modified and the ROCE is allowed on the 
average of the written down value for the three years period for which 
tariff is to be fixed, which works out to Rs. 376.13 lakhs. 

(e) . The total Annual Revenue Requirement for operation of HMC at PPT 

works out to Rs. 1106.60 lakhs which is an aggregate of 16% ROCE 
{Rs.376.13. lakhs) and estimated operating cost (Rs. 730.47 lakhs). Thus, 
the base rate for handling dry bulk cargo with HMC works out to Rs. 37.26 
per tonne. 

(f) . The PPT has also proposed an hourly rate of Rs.30,000/- for the purpose 

of handling heavy lifts, steel materials, project cargo, containers etc,, 

There is no exceptional reasons to deviate from the method adopted for 
dry bulk and fix the rate for handling heavy lifts, steel materials, project 
cargo etc., on hourly basis. The tariff guidelines of 2008 prescribe norms 
also for fixation of rate for break-bulk cargo like steel & bagged cargo and 
other cargo. It prescribes handling rate of 4000 tonnes per day for steel & 
bagged cargo and 2500 tonnes per day for others with the deployment of 
3 numbers of 20 tonne ELL cranes. The output norms prescribed in the 
guidelines are with reference to operation of 3 numbers of wharf cranes of 
20 tonne capacity each whereas the exercise is to prescribe hire charge 
for a 100 tonne HMC. Further, it may be relevant to mention that HMC 
may handle other cargo without grabs not being fitted to the crane. Hence, 
the handling rate prescribed in the guidelines need to be updated to 
recognize the above elements. 

Based on the information of the quantity of cargo handled by HMC at the 
Tuticorin Port Trust (TPT) the Authority found that with reference to 
granite (which falls under other break-bulk cargo), the average 
performance works out to 3046 tonnes per day for the years 2006-07 to 
2009-10 (Upto November). In fact, on standalone basis, the HMC at the 
TPT has achieved daily handling rate of 2483, 3825, 4341 tonnes per day 
with reference to the three consignments of granite handled in the year 
2009-10. Thus, it is clear that the HMC has achieved performance higher 
than the handling norm of 2500 prescribed in the guidelines at least for 
granite which falls under other break-bulk cargo. Notably, the HMC 
operated at TPT is not a brand-new crane and further it is with a lower 
capacity of 80 tonne, whereas the exercise undertaken in respect of PPT 
is to fix a normative handling rate for 100 tonne capacity HMC. 

For the reasons explained above, and also recognizing that the handling 
rate of granite reported by TPT is achieved by a second-hand HMC, this 
Authority is of the view that considering 50% increase over the handling 
rate prescribed in the 2008 guidelines may not be unrealistic. This 
Authority, therefore, decides to reckon a 50% increase over the handling 
rate prescribed in the guidelines for steel and bagged cargo and other 
bulk cargo. Similar approach is followed in the case relating to fixation of 
hire charges of HMC at the TPT. 

Accordingly, updated normative handling rate of 6000 tonnes perday for 
steel and bagged cargo and 3750 tonnes per day for other cargo are 
considered in this analysis. 

Following these adjusted norms and 4000 hours of working of the crane in 
a year, ss prescribed in the tariff guidelines of 2008 and keeping in view 
70% utilization factor, as considered in the earlier part of this analysis, the 
base rate per tonne for use of the HMC for handling steel & bagged cargo 
and other cargo works out to Rs. 77.49 per tonne an' 1 Rs. 124.06 per 
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tonne, respectively to achieve the estimated ARR of Rs. 1106.06 lakhs 

for the respective cargo group. 

(vii). The statement for fixing rate per tonne for use of HMC submitted by PPT is 
modified in line with the above analysis. The modified statement is attached as 

Annex -1. 

(viii). Clause 4.3. of the tariff guidelines of March 2005 stipulates prescription of 
concessional tariff for coastal cargo. The said clause further stipulates that the 
cargo related charges for all coastal cargo, other than thermal coal and POL 
including crude oil, iron ore and iron ore pellets should not exceed 60% of the 
normal cargo related charges. The PPT has not proposed coastal rates for 
operations of HMC. 

The estimated ARR is to be realized from handling of foreign and coastal cargo. 

That being so, the concessional rate for coastal cargo requires to be determined 
taking into consideration the share of the estimated capacity of the HMC for 
handling coastal cargo and suitable adjustment in the rate for handling foreign 
cargo. In the absence of information relating to the share of the capacity of the 
HMC to handle coastal cargo and to comply with Clause 4.3. of the tariff 
guidelines of March 2005, coastal rate is prescribed at 60% of the rate prescribed 
for normal cargo. It is, however, open for PPT to come up with a suitable proposal 
for adjustment in rates if concessional tariff prescribed for coastal cargo is likely to 
have significant impact on the estimated revenue model considered in this 
analysis. 

(ix). Clause 5.9. of the tariff guidelines of 2005 calls for linking tariff to the benchmark 
levels of productivity, providing incentive for better performance and disincentive 
for performance below the benchmark levels. The performance linked tariff 
proposed by the PPT provides for incentive for high performance and disincentive 
for underperformance. Further, the rate proposed by the PPT is a common ceiling 
rate without reference to individual service providers. The concern of the users, 
as put-forth by FIMI, is to have the comfort of reliable performance by the crane. 
Besides, the performance Jinked tariff structure will also, inter alia, suit the 
situation where cranes of capacity different from the normative level of 100 tonnes 
are placed in operation. 

The performance linked tariff structure proposed by PPT provides for reward by 
way of an increment in the base rate at Rs. 5 per tonne for achieving performance 
higher than the cut-off limit at the intervals of 1000 tonnes and a reduction in the 
base rate at Rs. 5 per tonne for under performance below the cut-off limit equally 
at an interval of 1000 tonnes. The port has not furnished the basis for devising the 
slab structure and it does not appear to have been devised after a detailed 
analysis. An increase of about 10% in tariff for 10% improvement in performance 
appears to be too liberal. While the interval of 1000 tonnes is retained, the reward 
by way of an increment in the base rate for achieving the performance higher than 
the cut-off limit and reduction in the base rate for under performance below the 
cut-off limit is modified at 5% for every interval of 1000 tonnes from the base 
capacity. 

The PPT has considered an average output of 7000 tonnes per day as a cut-off 
point for formulating the performance linked tariff. As explained in the earlier 
paragraphs, the adjusted out-put norm of 12,500 tonnes per day at 70% utilization 
level has been considered in calculations to derive the baseunit rate. Therefore, 
the cut-off point should be linked to the normative level of 12,500 tonnes. The PPT 
has considered 11.11 hours in its calculation to derive the cut-off point of 7000 
tonnes. Such a discount provides double cushion for idle time since the 
performance of the crane for the purpose of tariff is to be measured with reference 
to operating time of a vessel at the Berth. 


1 


■\ • l 




[ VPTIII—73T7S4] 


WTrf^TTTRIM* : 


With reference to the base level tariff for performance of 12,500 tonnes a day, the 
other performance slabs are adjusted. For the performance level of 12,500 tonnes 
per day the rate will be Rs. 37.26 per tonne. 

For break-bulk cargo also same method adopted for prescription of performance 
linked slabs for dry-bulk cargo is followed and a performance linked tariff structure 
is prescribed. 

Incidentally, in another proceedings relating to the Visakhapatnam Port Trust, it 
has been reported to this Authority that the port has procured the services by open 
competitive bidding for operation, maintenance and manning of MHC for dry bulk 
operations at Rs. 29.75 per tonne with a performance condition of 10,000 tonnes 
per day. The performance linked rate fixed in this case following the normative 
approach come to Rs. 316? per tonne for the output slab of 9500-10499 tonnes 
which gives an indication of reasonableness. 

(x) . The levy of charges fo* shifting of a vessel from the port to the anchorage and a 

penalty of Rs. 1,00,000 on the crane operator when there is break-down of the 
crane or when the crane does not perform will act as a deterrent on the crane 
operator to ensure due performance of the crane. It may be expedient to note that 
the FIMI has highlighted the effect of break-downs of the equipment The shifting 
charge of a vessel recovered from the crane operator is proposed to be refunded 
to the vessel while the penalty levied on the crane operator will be retained by the 
PPT. 

(xi) . The PPT has proposed a conditionality for determination of quantity handled by 

HMC in case of longer break-down of the HMC. The port has not described what 
period constitutes “longer period”. It is prescribed that in case of breakdown of the 
crane for more than one hour till the vessel leaves the berth, the quantity handled 
by HMC will be determined taking into account cargo loaded / discharged prior to 
break-down divided by crane working hours and multiplied by 24. 

(xii) . (a). During the proceedings of the case, it has been made clear to the PPT on 

more than one occasion that the rate should be fixed without reference to 
any individual service provider. The PPT was also requested not to 
consider operator-wise rates even as an interim measure. It is the 
decision of the PPT to prescribe different rates for the HMC of different 
crane suppliers. The question of giving a tariff to PPT in the year 2006-09 
did not arise for the reasons explained in the earlier part of this analysis. 
Since Clause 7.2. of the tariff guidelines of March 2005 requires 
prescription of ceiling rates to be applied commonly without reference to 
individual service providers, this Authority is not in a position to accede to 
the request of the PPT to approve the recovery of operator-wise interim 
tariff. The PPT has contended that the operator-wise rate decided by the 
port is in accordance with Clauses 2.17.2 and 2.17.3 of the tariff 
guidelines of March 2005. Clause 2.17.2 stipulates that a major port can 
levy the proposed rate on ad hoc basis simultaneously with the 
submission of the proposal for the proposed rate. The PPT filed the 
proposal proposing operator-wise rate in May 2009 vide its letter dated 7 
May 2009 but allowed levy of the proposed operator-wise rates (for 
CREW and JSPL) in April 2009 that too after the Authority had advised 
the port about fixing rates without reference to the operators. It was not 
established by the PPT that the ad hoc rates are derived based on the 
existing notified tariff for comparable services I cargo as stipulated by 
Clause 2.17.3 of the tariff guidelines. The said Ciause further stipulates 
that the proposed ad hoc rate must be mutually agreed upon by the port 
and the concerned users. The minutes of the meeting the PPT had with 
the users on fixation of tariff for the HMC of CREW and JSPL, copy of 
which was furnished to us by the PPT vide its letter dated 9 May 2009 do 
not convey that the PPT had obtained the consent of the users to levy the 
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rates on ad hoc basis. It is noteworthy that generally the users have 
requested that the rates for all the three cranes should be similar. 

(b). The proposal of the PPT to prescribe a rate of Rs. 43 per tonne was taken 
on consultation with the relevant stake holders and the joint hearing 
convened in this case was to hear the views of the stake holders on the 
proposed rate of Rs. 43 per tonne. It is noteworthy that generally the 
users have supported the said rate. Clause 2.17.4. of the tariff guidelines 
of 2005 enables this Authority to recognize the interim rate adopted in an 
ad-hoc manner retrospectively. The measure of PPT to implement the rate 
of Rs. 43/- per tonne on ad-hoc basis is approved as such. The levy of 
ad-hoc rate from the date of commencement of operations of HMC at PPT 
is allowed to continue till the effective date of the implementation of the 
revised rate notified by this Authority. Consequently, the PPT should 
ensure that billing, if any, done by any operators at rates more than the 
ad-hoc rate of Rs. 43 per tonne should be adjusted accordingly, for the 
cargo handled from the respective dates of commencement of their 
operations till the effective date of implementation of the revised rate is 
notified by the Authority and the excess charge collected should be 
refunded to the concerned users. 

13.1 In the result, and for the reasons given above and based on a collective 

application of mind, this Authority approves the following: 

(a) . Levy of ad hoc rate of Rs. 43 per tonne from the date of commencement of 

operations of HMC at PPT till the effective date of the implementation of the final 

tariff notified by this Authority. 

(b) . To insert the following in the existing Scale of Rates of PPT in Chapter - II, Cargo 

related charges, as Section 2.15(B), after the existing Section 2.15, which may be 

renumbered as 2.15 (A): 

“2.15 (B). Charges for use of Harbour Mobile Cranes installed by the private 
operators: 

(I). For Dry Bulk Cargo 


Average daily crane performance 
(in Metric Tonne) 

Ceiling rate per tonne (in Rs.) 

Foreign 

Coastal 

9500-10499 

31.67 

19.00 

10500-11499 

33.53 

20.12 

11500-12499 

35.39 

21.23 

12500 

37.26 

22.35 

12501-13500 

39.12 

23.47 

13501 - 14500 

40.99 

24.59 

14501 - 15500 

42.85 

25.71 


Note: To calculate the incremental ceiling rates as shown above, the 
base rate was enhanced to 105% for first thousand tonnes and for 
the 2 nd thousand tonnes the rate was enhanced to 110% of the 
base rate. The rate for third thousand tonnes was arrived by 
enhancing the base rate by 115%. The same methodology shall 
also be adopted to calculate the rate beyond 15500 tonnes. 
Likewise, ceiling rates for performance below 9500 tonnes shall 
be calculated by reducing the base rate accordingly. 
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(II). For Break-bulk cargo: 


(A). Steel and Bagged Cargo 


Average daily crane 

performance (in Metric 
tonne) 

Ceiling rate per tonne (in Rs) 

Foreign 

Coastal 

5000-5999 

73.62 

44.17 

6000 

77.49 

46.50 

6001-7000 

81.36 

48.82" 


Note: To calculate the incremental ceiling rates as shown above, the 
base rate was enhanced to 105% for first thousand tonnes. The 
same methodology shall also be adopted to calculate the rate 
beyond 7000 tonnes. Likewise, ceiling rates for performance 
below 5000 tonnes shall be calculated by reducing the base rate 
accordingly. 


(B). Others 


Average daily crane 

performance (in Metric 
tonne) 

Ceiling rate per tonne (in Rs) 

Foreign 

Coastal 

2750-3749 

117.86 

70.72 

3750 

124.06 

74.44 

3751-4750 

130.26 

78.16 


Note: To calculate the incremental ceiling rates as shown above, the 
base rate was enhanced to 105% for first thousand tonnes. The 
same methodology shall also be adopted to calculate the rate 
beyond 4750 tonnes. Likewise, ceiling rates for performance 
below 2750 tonnes shall be calculated by reducing the base rate 
accordingly. 

Notes: 

(i) . The formula for calculation of average berth-day out put is as follows: 

Total Quantity loaded / unloaded by HMC 

-X 24 hrs 

Total time taken from vessel commencement to completion 

(ii) . According to the average berth-day output for the vessel from 

commencement to completion of loading / discharge of cargo, the 
appropriate rate of crane hire charge will be chosen for recovery from port 
users for the full quantity of cargo loaded / discharged. 

(iii) . If one HMC works with another HMC or ELL crane/s, the Berth-day output 

for the crane will be ascertained on the basis of the quantity as recorded 
by the HMC’s load meter. 

(iv) . In case of breakdown of the crane for more than one hour till the vessel 

leaves the berth, the quantity handled by HMC will be determined taking 
into account cargo loaded / discharged prior to break-down divided by 
crane working hours and multiplied by 24. 

(v) . In case of stoppages of operation of HMC for more than two hours at a 

stretch for reasons not attributable to the HMC, appropriate allowance will 
be allowed to the crane while calculating the total time of crane operation 
in the vessel. Stoppages of HMC for less than 2 hours will not be taken 
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into consideration for the above purpose. No allowance will be allowed for 
stoppages attributable to the HMC. All stoppages in loading / unloading 
operations during working of HMC are required to be certified by the 
Stevedore of the vessel in the daily vessel performance report. 

(vi) . In case shifting of a vessel becomes necessary due to breakdown / non¬ 

performance of HMC, the shifting charges of the vessel from berth to 
anchorage will be recovered from the crane operator in addition to a 
penalty of Rs. 1,00,000/- (Rupees one lakh only). The shifting charges so 
recovered will be refunded to the vessel’s agent while the penalty will be 
retained by the port. 

(vii) . In case of dispute on the average output, the decision of the port trust will 

be final and binding". 

13.2. Since the adhoc rate is already in operation, the ceiling rates fixed now will come 
into effect after expiry of 15 days from the date of its notification in the Gazette of India and shall 
remain valid for 3 years. 

13.3. As per clause 7.2. of the tariff guidelines, the rate approved by this Authority for 
Harbour Mobile Crane is a ceiling rate and will apply commonly at the port for identical facility / 
service offered at the port without reference to any particular service provider. As per Clause 7.3. 
of the tariff guidelines, the Port Trust may ensure by suitably including a necessary condition in the 
authorization arrangement that the authorised service providers do not charge more than the 
prescribed ceiting rates. 

13.3. The PPT is directed to ensure that billing, if any, done by any operators at rates 

more than the ad hoc rate of Rs. 43 per tonne should be adjusted accordingly, for the cargo 
handled from the respective dates of commencement of their operations till the effective date of 
implementation of the revised rate is notified by this Authority and the excess charge collected 
should be refunded to the concerned users. The PPT is directed to file a compliance report, within 
3 months in this regard. 


RANI JADHAV, Chairperson 
[ADVT111/4/143/09-Exty.] 

\NN5X ■ I 

i tion for fixation of rate for use of 100 tonne Harbour Mobile Crane provided by authorised service provider at 
Cost caicu a the Paradlp Port Trust 


A. For Dry bulk cargo 


As furnished by PPT vide letter ddted 
6 August 2009 



[ Norms"if any prescribed in 2ij(JU 
tariff guidelines 
(multipurpose cargo berth 


rw>, in Lduns 


Modified Calculation by TAMP 


Workings 


(a) Food grain, fertiliser = 10000 
,tonnes / day (for vessels more than 
30000 tonnes parcel size) (b) 
Coal, lime stone, minerals, etc. * 
JOOOG tonnes / day 
A norm of 4000 hours of working i 
a year is prescribed for estimating 
cower t fuel cost- 


12500/ (24 hours * 20% 
utilisation factor) 


744 tonnes / hour* 4000 
hours) = 


For Dry bulk - 
(a) food grains 
& fertiliser (b) 
, Coal, lime 
stone, 

minerals, etc., 


2963 70 
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\mmm^mm 

m n ii 


Annual caoadtv in Million Tonnes 


24C 


H 






^■1 

1 

\m 

mm 

■ 


[ 


E 





■i 

■1 




■nra 

Ooeratma Cost 


Rs. fn lakhs 

_ 


Rs. in lakhs 

■ 

(a ) fuel cost 

70 Itrs per hour • Rs.4Q 
per litre * 4000 hours 


| 

70 Itrs per hour • Rs 34.98 
per htre * 4000 hours 

97 94 


(b) Repairs & Maintenance cost (5% on Equipmetn cost) 

5% *Rs,30 crores 


5% on cost of mechanical 
equipment 

5% ' Rs 2963.70 takhs 

148 19 

■i 

(c ) insurance 

1 % * Rs.30 crores 

30.00 

1% on cost of mechanical 
equipment .. 

1% ’ Rs 296 3 70 lakhs 

29 64 

■ 

(d). Deprecation 

11.31% • Rs. 30 crores 

339.30 

As per norms prescribed in 

Companies Act 

10.34% * Rs 2963 70 lakhs 

306 45 


(e). License Fee 



As per Scale of Rates of PPT 

Rs.1200 per month * 7 
months 

0.08 


(f) Other Expense 

5% * Rs. 30 crores 

150 00 

5% of Gross fixed Asset Value 

5% * Rs 2963 70 lakhs 

148. i9 


Total (a) to (e) 


781.31 



730.47 








IV 


16% * Rs 2660.70 lakhs 

425.71 

16% on capital employed 

16% * Rs.23S0.Bll lakhs 

376.13 















V 

Total Cost plus Return on investment 


1207.02 



1106.60 

VI 

Hire Charge per shift 

Rs. 1207.01 lakhs / 2.4 
million tonnes 

50 




VII 

Hire Charge per tonne (Foreign) In Rs. 




Rs. 1106.60 lakhs 72.97 

[million tonnes 

37.26 

lEm 

Hire Change per tonne (Coastal) 



|60%*Rs 37 26 

22.35 

B. For break bulk cargo 

Sr. No 

Particulars 

Working 

Steel & bagged cargo 

Others 

I 

Cargo Handling rate w tonnes / day 

(a) Steel & bagged cargo «- 4000 

tonnes per day 

(b) Others * 2500 tomes per day 

6000 

3750 

II 

Cargo Handling rate m tonnes / hour 

Sr. no i / (24 hours * 70% 

utilisation norm) 

357 00 

223 


Working nours ( per annum) 


4000 

4000 

BE 

Capacity ( tonnes / annum) 

Sr. No 11 * III 

1428000 

892000 

mm 

Total cos: plus return as estimated in Sr. No V in the first tabic < Rs m lanns; 


1106 60 

1106 60 

VI 

Hire Charge per tonne (Foreign going) in Rs. / tonne 

Sr No V / IV 

77.49 

124.06 

vn 

Hire Charge per tonne (Coastal) in Rs. / tonne 

50% Of Sr. No Vt 

46.SO 

74.44 


©Note Workings for capital employed 


Gross value of MMC 


Rs. 2963 76 lakhs 


Rate of Deprecation as per provisions of 


10.34% 


Companies Act 

Year 1 

Year 2 

Year 3 

Value of HMC « at the oeggimngg of the year 

2963.70 

26S7.25 

2350 81 

Depreciation 

306.45 

306.45 

306 45 

Written down value as at the end of the year 

26S7.25 

2350.81 

2044 36 

Average written down value 


2350.81 
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